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Chosen People 


Do you believe the 
Jews are a chosen 
people? 


Hitler does. He believes they 
are chosen to be mocked, tor- 
tured and killed. 


Arthur H. Sulzberger, the pub- 
lisher of the New York Times, 
does. He believes that the 
Jews are chosen to be an 
eternal minority everywhere, 
dependent for their freedom, 
safety and welfare on the 
benevolence of the European 
nations. 


ARE YOU WITH THEM? 


Or do you believe it's time 
the Jews ceased being a 
“chosen” and become a 
“choosing” people; a people 
choosing to live in its own 
land, dependent on its own 
exertions for its life and 
liberty. 


Do you? Then join 
the League for Labor 
Palestine and help 
to confound our ene- 
mies as well assome 
of our self-styled 
friends. 


League for Labor Palestine 
275 Seventh Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 


I want to join 
- in your work. Send me 
particulars. 


Name 
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WHY SINGAPORE IS BESIEGED , 


0000 


HE FACILE CONQUEST OF MALAYA BY THE 

Japanese and their present siege of Singapore 
need not have happened. Without being a military 
strategist, and basing one’s reasoning on facts that 
have become common knowledge through the med- 
ium of the daily press, the unavoidable conclusion 
strikes one that this new and setrious setback in the 
Far East, like some others that came before it, could 
have been obviated had it not been for the blindness 
and the appeasement policies that still rule British 
action in numerous spheres. 

Altogether too late in the day even the press of 
England has called attention to the peculiar incapacity 
of British colonial officials and planters in Malaya to 
understand the situation with which they were con- 
fronted, and to their innate inability to realize that this 
is a war against fascist aggression in which the native 
populations of Malaya are vitally interested. The 
British Sahibs of all types who govern far eastern 
colonial areas and have grown rich on the exploita- 
tion of their tin and rubber resources did not see the 
native population as an ally against Japan and re- 
frained from arming it against the invader. When the 
attack came, the undermanned British forces had to 
retreat constantly before the onslaught of the Japan- 
ese. Instead of relying on the sympathy and coopera- 
tion of the Chinese and Malayans in that area, the 
British planters and officials put their trust in the im- 
penetrability of the jungle. Now, less than two 
months after the Japanese attack, Singapore is sur- 
rounded and besieged. 


But still another British blunder greatly contri- 
buted to the defeat in Malaya. In the present state of 
the world, when distances have shrunk beyond recog- 
nition, a failure or a mistake in one part of the globe 
can cause tragedy in other parts far removed. Since 
the outbreak of the war in September, 1939, the Jew- 
ish Agency has pleaded with the British government 
to establish a Jewish Army for which loyal and cap- 
able manpower could be recruited in Palestine as well 
as from Jewish refugees and from Jewish citizens of 
neutral countries. Several divisions could have been 
raised easily had England granted this request. In- 
stead the British temporized and “diplomatically” 
played with the offer. At times it was seriously con- 
sidered in London and it seemed as if definite steps 
would be taken to put it into effect. But in the end 
nothing was done. All kinds of lame alibis were of- 
fered in excuse and a Jewish Army was not organized 


to this date, two and a half years since the offer was 
first made. 

We have discussed the “reasons” for British re- 
fusal to organize a Jewish Army in previous issues of 
this magazine. Boiled down these “reasons” amount 
to a not very inspiring mess. On the one hand there 
was the callously cynical reason that Jewish sympathy 
against Hitler was assured anyway, so why grant the 
request for a Jewish Army. Behind this refusal there 
lurked the remnants of the old Chamberlain policies 
of appeasement—in this case it was an attempt to 
appease Axis inspired Arab circles who were opposed 
to a Jewish Army and Jewish efforts in Palestine. 


The price England, the United Nations and the 
cause of anti-fascism are paying for this short-sighted 
and discredited appeasement policy is now unfortun- 
ately all too evident. Determined to cut off its nose to 
spite its face, British authorities “consistently” turned 
down the offer of a Jewish Army and at great cost 
brought soldiers from Australia and New Zealand to 
man the anti-axis ramparts in Egypt and Lybia. 
Ignoring the potential Jewish manpower of nearby 
Palestine, men were ferried thousands of miles trom 
the antipodes. When Malaya was attacked, there 
were not enough soldiers, native or Australian, to 
stem the tide of the Japanese. ‘ihe Australians were 
busy half way across the giobe in Lybia, because the 
British had insisted that there should be no Jewish 
Army. Now that Singapore is already surrounded and 
besieged, some of these Australian and New Zealand 
soldiers seem to have been withdrawn from Lybia to 
defend their native countries, and we find Nazi Gen- 
eral Rommel again advancing at considerable speed 
toward Egypt. 


We are compelled to cry out against these policies 
of Britain because they are both unjust to the Jews as 
a people and detrimental to the cause of the victory of 
the United Nations. This is not Britain’s private war, 
it is everybody’s war! When England formerly in- 
sisted on appeasing the pro-Nazi ex-Mufti and his fol- 
lowers in the Near East at the expense of the Jews, it 
was harming its own and Jewish interests. But today 
England is a partner in the United Nations. It may 
not continue its appeasement antics at the expense 
and to the detriment of twenty-five other allied 
nations whose future freedom and existence depend 
on victory and not on rapid retreats to island Singa- 


pores. 
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JEWISH ARMY 


by David Ben-Gurion Chairman of the Executive of the Jewish Agency for Palestine 


HE ENTRY of America into the war; the battles 

in the Pacific and the Far East; the menace to Sin- 
gapore and Australia; the interdependence of the 
various theatres of war encompassing the whole 
globe, lend a new interest to the problems of the Mid- 
die East and Palestine. Clearly, what is happening 
and what may happen in every area of combat will 
affect the general outlook and concerns the United 
States as much as any of the United Nations. The 
question of a Jewish Army, based on Palestine, is, 
then, one which now concerns this country. 

Palestine holds a peculiarly important strategic 
position. Linking as it does the three continents of 
Europe, Asia and Africa, possessing the best harbor in 
the eastern Mediterranean within the British Empire, 
having the terminus of the Iraq pipe line in Haifa, 
protecting the Suez Canal, serving as a main artery 
for air communication between east and west, Pales- 
tine occupies a key position not only in the Middle 
East but in the whole of the Old World. 

The Jewish community of Palestine is the only one 
of the peoples of the Middle Eastern countries which, 
since the beginning of the war, has been willing and 
eager to range its economic resources and man-power 
entirely at the side of England and her allies. The full 
mobilization of Jewish man power in Palestine and 
the formation of a Jewish Army is becoming more 
and more imperative. The spread of war to the Far 
East makes it almost impossible to continue to send 
additional troops from Australia and New Zealand to 
the Middle East. Submarine and air warfare increase 
the difficulties of transportation and shipping and it is 
urgent that full use be made of all available resources 
on the spot. 

The five hundred thousand Jews in Palestine have 
thus far been permitted to provide only some ten 
thousand soldiers. Recruitment in America in the 
same proportion would mean an army of over two 
and a half million men. If allowed to mobilize fully 
Jewish Palestine can provide an army of at least two 
times ten thousand. In addition, there are large re- 
serves of stateless Jewish refugees, and many other 
Jews in friendly and neutral countries, free and eager 
to fight the mortal enemy of their people and of 
humanity and they desire to do so under a Jewish 
flag and in a Jewish army. 

A Jewish Army in Palestine is not a new thing. It 
is as old as the Bible. Not many European peoples 
have had such a long military history as the Jews in 
the land of Israel. From the days of Joshua, the son 
of Nun, in 1400 B. C. to the seventh century A. D., 
for some two thousand years, there have been Jewish 
Armies in Palestine fighting the Canaanites, the Phil- 
istines, the Assyrians, Babylonians, Greeks, Romans, 


Byzantines, and others. The last Jewish Army, under 
the leadership of Benjamin of Tiberias, fought as 
allies of the Persians against Byzantine oppressors, in 
614 A. D. 

The attempt to build a Jewish Military Force in 
Palestine in modern times did not originate with this 
war. There was a Jewish Legion in the first World 
War, fighting under General Allenby in Palestine, 
but the beginning goes back even earlier. 

It starts some thirty-five years ago with the return 
of the Jews to Palestine. There were then only a few 
isolated Jewish agricultural settlements in the plains 
of Judaea and in the hills of Galilee. Palestine was 
still under the Turks, but the control of Turkish of- 
ficials did not extend beyond the confines of Jeru- 
salem and Jaffa. The countryside was divided between 
two warring Arab factions, whose feuds and fights 
were carried on for generations. Vendetta was the 
prevailing law. Roaming Bedouins were the special 
terror of the villagers whenever they appeared in 
their black camel-hair tents. They ravaged the 
country and disappeared as suddenly as they had 
come, into the eastern desert beyond the Jordan. 

The first Jewish settlers suffered for a long time 
from this general state of lawlessness and anarchy. 
We, the young Zionist immigrants of the second gen- 
eration, who had been coming into the country since 
1905, were determined to stop this lawlessness, and 
we resolved that we, ourselves, should insure the 
safety of our settlements. We formed a Jewish armed 
guard, known as “Hashomer” (The Guard). It started 
in a little Galilean village, Sejera. Hidden in the 
mountains of Lower Galilee, Sejera suffered more 
than any other Jewish village from its unruly neigh- 
bors. After the initial successes of your young guard 
in Sejera, the Hashomer undertook the defense of 
other Jewish villages in Galilee, Samaria and Judaea. 
Our aim was not only to protect ourselves, but also to 
make friends with the Arabs. Strength is what the 
Arab admires most. After several clashes, the courage 
and prowess of the “Hashomer” won their respect, 
and the relationship between Arabs and Jews in these 
villages became more friendly. The “Hashomer” 
were the forerunners of the Jewish Legion in the First 
World War. 

At the outbreak of the war in 1914, there were 
some 90,000 Jews in Palestine. Many of them were 
subjects of countries fighting against Turkey—Rus- 
sia, France, England—and were forced to leave. They 
took temporary shelter in Egypt, awaiting a speedy 
return. Among them was a young Russian Jew, 
Joseph Trumpeldor, who had served in the Russian 
Army and fought in the Russo-Japanese war. He was 
the only Jew in Czarist Russia to receive an officer's 
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commission for his exceptional bravery at Port 
Arthur. He and some of his friends applied to the 
British authorities in Cairo, and with their consent, 
organized the young refugees there in the first Jewish 
Legion. This was known as the Zion Mule Corps, 
and fought with the British in Gallipoli. 


Many former Russian Jews, like myself, preferred 
to become naturalized Ottoman subjects rather than 
leave Palestine. But this did not save some of us from 
being exiled when Jemal Pasha, one of the triumvir- 
ate who then ruled Turkey was given the Supreme 
Command of the Armies operating against the British 
forces in Egypt. He initiated a policy of repression 
toward the national movements of Jews and Arabs. 
Arab leaders were hanged in Beirut; Jewish leaders 
were imprisoned and exiled. I happened to be one of 
the few who were exiled, as persons dangerous “to the 
integrity of the Ottoman Empire.” Without a trial, 
my friend Isaac Ben Zvi (now the chairman of the 
National Council of Jews in Palestine) and I were 
ordered by Jemal Pasha himself “to be expelled for- 
ever from the Ottoman Empire, never to return,” 
although we had both become Ottoman subjects. 


The only neutral country open to us was the 
United States and there we went. We were deter- 
mined to organize a Jewish Army to fight for Pales- 
tine. It took three years before we had the oppor- 
tunity. When America entered the war, in 1917, 
Pinchas Rutenberg (who later built the hydraulic 
power plants in Palestine) , and I went to Washington 
to submit to Mr. Justice Brandeis a plan for organ- 
izing a Jewish Legion for Palestine under the Amer- 
ican flag. Mr. Brandeis consulted President Woodrow 
Wilson about the plan. The President was sympa- 
thetic, but pointed out that America had declared war 
only on Germany and was unlikely to make war on 
Turkey. Since the purpose of the Jewish Legion was 
to fight for Palestine, it could be done only under the 
British flag. 


We then applied to the British War Office. Nego- 
tiations dragged on for several months, as the War 
Office was reluctant to agree to our two conditions: 
(1) to serve in Jewish Units; (2) to be sent to Pales- 
tine. After some six months, our offer and conditions 
were finally accepted and the Jewish Legion in 
America became a fact. Not many could enlist, as 
America itself was at war and only those exempted 
from the American Army could volunteer. But in a 
few weeks, more than three thousand young men 
from all parts of the United States and some from 
Latin America, assembled in the camp of the Jewish 
Legion at Windsor, Nova Scotia, whence we were 
sent via England to Palestine. We were glad to find 
other Jewish battalions from England and one bat- 
talion of Palestinian volunteers. At first we were part 
of the Royal Fusilliers; later we were given the name 
First Judaeans, with the Menorah (seven-branched 
candlestick) as our badge. The Jewish Legion parti- 


5 


cipated in the final campaign of Allenby, which 
wrested Palestine and Syria from the Turks. 

In the twenty years between the two world wars, 
Jews in Palestine were not allowed to live altogether 
in peace. They had to provide for their own self- 
defense and to train their youth accordingly. 

The first serious trial came in the beginning of 
1920. British troops evacuated Northern Galilee 
which had been assigned to the French. Before the 
French Army occupied the area an Arab revolt broke 
out. The Jewish villages in that area found them- 
selves in no-man’s land surrounded by large camps of 
Arab guerillas. Our people there tried to preserve 
their neutrality for several months. But they were 
finally involved in the fight and attacked by the 
Arabs. The young settlement of Tel Hai became the 
fortress of the defense under the command of Captain 
Joseph Trumpeldor, the hero of Port Arthur and 
Gallipoli. For many months a small band of young 
Jews, men and women, defended the northern out- 
post of Jewish Palestine and stood against thousands 
of Arabs. They resisted until Trumpeldor and his 
comrades, among them two armed girls, were 
felled by Arab bombs and Tel Hai was burned. (It 
was rebuilt as soon as order was restored and is now a 
center of agricultural training for refugees. ) 

After Tel Hai sporadic attacks were made upon 
Jews by Arabs especially in isolated and outlying com- 
munities and Jewish self-defense was not left idle. But 
real war came to Palestine in 1936, with the fascist ag- 
gression against Abyssinia. Hitler and Mussolini al- 
ready had designs against the British Empire, and the 
Mufti, who directed the terrorist war against Jews, 
acted as an Axis agent. Jews, British and many Arabs, 
opponents of the Mufti, were indiscriminately mur- 
dered. But the main target were the Jews and their 
settlements throughout the country. Our fields were 
set on fire; our trees cut down; terrorist bands were 
lurking behind every Jewish settlement. The Arabs 
tried to cut off communication and movement within 
the country. But the Jews refused to be intimidated. 

We asked the government to arm the Jews for self- 
defense. At first they refused on the grounds that it 
would not be safe to arm one section of the population 
against the other. But it could not be ignored that the 
Arab was the attacker and the Jews the attacked, and 
we felt justified in asking the government to make a 
distinction between aggressors and their victims. 
Finally, though not too early, the government saw the 
necessity of arming the Jews. A force consisting of 
some 25,000 young Jewish settlers was raised, and 
trained by British officers. This force was known as 
the Jewish Settlement Defense. Mobile units of 
armored cars to guard the roads and the fields were 
also established. Later when the whole Palestine 
police system collapsed because of the unreliability of 
most of the Arab police, many of whom joined the 
terrorists, the Jews were requested to undertake the 
protection of railways, pipe-lines, government build- 
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ings, camps and roads, in addition to the Jewish settle- 
ments. Special night squads were organized and 
trained by Captain Wingate, later the hero of Ethi- 
opia. It was due to the existence of this armed Jewish 
force, working in close cooperation with the British 
troops under General Dill, that during three and a 
half years of disturbances, though hundreds of people 
were killed, not a single Jewish settlement—even 
those in the most outlying and isolated districts—was 
destroyed or abandoned. 

The attempt to starve the Jews by closing the port 
of Jaffa failed. The Jews built a port in Tel Aviv. 
The attempt to destroy Jewish settlements failed and 
the Jews built new ones in the remotest districts of 
Palestine during those three and a half years. The 
most remarkable of these new settlements was Hanita 
in western upper Galilee on the frontier of Lebanon, 
an area used as a meeting place by terrorist bands 
which had their center in Syria, where the Mufti re- 
sided and whence he directed all actions. The author- 
ities warned us that this venture was too dangerous 
and declined to take any responsibility for it. But if 
Jews had not accepted full responsibility for their 
own lives in Palestine, there would not be a single 
Jewish settlement there. Hanita was attacked and 
two of our people were killed. But the settlers were 
undaunted and continued their work and their de- 
fense. In a few weeks the whole area was one of the 
safest in Palestine. The people who settled in Hanita 
and in the new settlements later founded in that dis- 
trict made friendly contacts with their Arab neighbors 
on both sides of the frontier. Their knowledge of 
their neighbors and of the terrain was later to play a 
very important role in the Syrian campaign. 

In setting up Jewish defense in Palestine from 
1936-39, we did not overlook the threat of a New 
World War. In discussions with the higher military 
authorities, with whom we worked in the closest co- 
operation during the disturbances, we repeatedly 
pointed out the importance of training our young 
people not only for the present, purely local emer- 
gency, but for the greater emergency which might 
soon arise. Had it not been for the appeasement 
policy of the Chamberlain government—a policy 
which in Europe abandoned Austria and Czecho-Slo- 
vakia to appease Hitler, and in Palestine abandoned 
the Jews to appease the Mufti, the outbreak of the 
war would have found in Palestine an efficient and 
trained army of Jews ready to fight for the defense of 
_ democracy. 

On Septemebr 3, 1939, the day war was declared, 
the Jewish Agency in Jerusalem issued a call to men 
and women between the ages of 18 and 50 to register 
for national service. In a few days, more than 130,000 
Jewish men and women registered. At the same time 
in London, Dr. Weizmann, president of the Jewish 
Agency, in a letter to the then Prime Minister, Nev- 
ille Chamberlain, wrote that “the Jews stand by Great 
Britain and will fight on the side of the democracies. 
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... The Jewish Agency has recently had differences in 
the political field with the Mandatory Power. We 
would like these differences to give way before the 
greater and more pressing necessities of the time. . . . 
The Jewish Agency is ready to enter into immediate 
arrangements for utilizing Jewish man-power, tech- 
nical ability, resources, etc... .” Unhappily, under the 
Chamberlain government all our offers in Jerusalem 
and in London remained unheeded. 

With the fall of the appeasement government in 
May, 1940, the collapse of France and the entry of 
Italy into the war, the situation changed. War came 
to the Mediterranean; Palestine was immediately 
menaced. The new government, headed by Winston 
Churchill, embodied the indomitable will of the Brit- 
ish people to resist aggression. It brought with it also 
a more understanding and sympathetic attitude to the 
Jewish war effort. Unfortunately, the policy of the 
Palestine Administration, aimed at appeasing the 
Mufti, remained unchanged, even after the ignomin- 
ious failure of the same policy in Iraq. Since then, 
there has been a constant clash between the dictates 
of military necessity on the one hand, and the policy 
of appeasement on the other. Whereas military con- 
siderations required that all available manpower and 
resources be fully utilized, the appeasers in Palestine 
continued to obstruct the Jewish war effort as far as 
they could. 

In the first months of the war when the main front 
was still in France, the Jewish Agency offered to raise 
a Jewish Division to serve in France, or any other 
front. This offer was rejected by the Chamberlain 
government. It was renewed when the Churchill 
government came into power and was supported by 
the late Lord Lloyd who then became Colonial Secre- 
tary. In September 1940 the proposal for a Jewish 
fighting force was approved by the British Govern- 
ment and a decision was taken to form a Jewish fight- 
ing unit to be trained in England. A general to com- 
mand the unit was appointed and various matters of 
detail were left for discussion between him and the 
Jewish Agency. After the death of Lord Lloyd in 
February, 1941, the formation of the Unit was post- 
poned. The new Colonial Secretary, Lord Moyne, in 
a letter dated March 4, 1941, to the President of the 
Jewish Agency, wrote: “I am very sorry that I have to 
tell you that the raising of a Jewish contingent is to be 
postponed owing to lack of equipment. The project 
must at present be put off for six months, but may be 
considered again in four months.” Lord Moyne added, 
“T can assure you that this postponement is in no sense 
a reversal of the previous decision in favor of your 
proposal.” But in October 15, 1941, the Jewish 
Agency was notified by Lord Moyne “that the War 
Office saw no prospect of accepting the proposal 
under present conditions.” When the question was 
raised in the British Parliament, Lord Moyne gave as 
the reason for this change of policy “lack of equip- 
ment.” The Colonial Secretary said he knew there 
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had been a great deal of disappointment over the 
matter and that therefore “encouragement has been 
given to the recruitment of Palestine Jews inside the 
Units of the British Army.” The story of this “encour- 
agement” can be told briefly. 

With the entry of Italy into the war the whole of 
the Middle East became involved. Egypt was directly 
threatened with an Italian invasion. The British 
Army required as many men as it could get. But the 
two formal allies of Great Britain, Egypt, and Iraq, 
chose to remain neutral. Only Jewish Palestine was 
willing to provide the necessary manpower. But the 
appeasers succeeded for a time in limiting the service 
of Jews to non-combatant units and although they 
could not prevent the formation of special Jewish 
Units of Royal Engineers, Transport, Pioneers and 
others, they did prevent them from using their name 
and their own flag. 

The Jewish Agency was eager to assist the British 
war effort in any way it could but it could not acqui- 
esce in what it believed to be an unfair and unwise 
policy. It objected especially to the barring of Jewish 
fighting units. Even if Great Britain did not want the 
help of Jews in Palestine, we claimed the natural 
right to fight for the defense of our country. In a 
letter dated June 14, 1940, we wrote to Lord Lloyd, 
the new Colonial Secretary in the Churchill Govern- 
ment: 


‘.. Italy entered the war, and the Jewish National 
Home in Palestine is now in immediate danger. The 
Arab campaign against the Jews has been, since 1935, 
inspired and supported by Mussolini, who, even at 
home, suddenly adopted extreme anti-Semitic legisla- 
tion. He may now press his attack against Jewish 
Palestine. ... We request that the Jews of Palestine 
be given the fullest opportunity of organizing for 
Home Defense. ... Action is required at once. Speed 
may make all the difference between life and death 
for us. Before victory is won, Jewish Palestine may be 
in supreme danger. If we have to go down, we are 
entitled to go down fighting . . .” 


The British Government could hardly resist this 
claim. And it was decided to form Jewish fighting 
units in Palestine. But the appeasers qualified this 
decision by introducing the principle of “parity” 
which meant that only as many Jewish fighting units 
could be formed as there may be Arab units. As the 
Palestine Arabs showed no greater eagerness to fight 
on the side of the democracies than the Arabs in 
Egypt and Iraq, the decision to have Jewish fighting 
units could not amount to very much. And, again, 
military necessity proved stronger than political pre- 
judices. As the need for man-power grew greater, the 
principle of parity had to be “relaxed” in practice. 
Jewish infantry companies were formed although no 
corresponding Arab companies could be recruited. 
But these Jewish companies, contrary to all military 
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organization in the British Army and elsewhere, were 
not permitted to form battalions and brigades. The 
Jewish companies still remain separate units, hang- 
ing, as it were, in the air. 

More than ten thousand Jewish soldiers from Pal- 
estine fought in Lybia, Egypt, Eritrea, Ethiopia, 
Greece, Crete and Syria. While all the British com- 
manders under whom they served acknowledged that 
they were second to none in courage, devotion and 
ability, their name was never officially mentioned in 
any military dispatch. Their Jewish identity was 
hidden and they were denied the status and rights of 
all other military allies of Great Britain in this war. 

Recently military needs required that women too 
should enlist for service in Palestine. Again, the only 
women to enlist were the Jewish women in Palestine. 

And so despite handicaps, delays and restrictions, a 
Jewish Army in Palestine is being gradually built up. 
For the time being without the proper organization, 
without the proper name, without the proper status. 
While the Jews in Palestine resent these gratuitous 
humiliations and absurd limitations, nothing will 
deter them from serving the common cause. They 
believe that reason and fairness will prevail. The 
necessities of moral as well as of military strategy in 
this war must result in a Jewish Army as a fullv 
recognized and equal ally of the United Nations. 
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pression. 


Use POSTAL TELEGRAPH in your business for 
speed, for accuracy and for dependability. 
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The Strange Case of The New York Times 


by William Cohen 


‘1 | FOOLISH CONSISTENCY is the hobgoblin 

of little minds, adored by little statesmen, and 
philosophers, and divines,” wrote Ralph Waldo 
Emerson, and he might have added, “—and news- 
paper publishers and their sons-in-law.” 


The late Adolph S. Ochs made the New York 
Times the leading, most complete, most respected and 
reliable daily newspaper in the world. He gave the 
paper the stamp of his personality, rendered its col- 
umns scholarly, literary, and kindly. He packed its 
pages full of interesting news, pioneered in establish- 
ing the range and quality of its foreign correspond- 
ence, strove to mirror the cosmopolitan point of view 
in its editorial opinions. It became the journal of edu- 
cators and statesmen. Any item in The Times was 
news that was “fit to print.” Mr. Ochs sincerely be- 
lieved his dictum that to make a good newspaper, its 
creators must be fair, accurate and complete; that they 
must “give the news impartially, without fear or 
favor, regardless of any party, sect, or interest 
involved.” 


Guided by their able mentor, The Times cortes- 
pondents girdled the world; their cabled dispatches 
became a symbol of interest and dependability. 


Successor to Ochs as publisher, Arthur Hays Sulz- 
berger, who shares the management of the paper with 
General Julius Ochs Adler, has closely followed his 
predecessor’s maxims. 

The Times has kept attuned to the changing trends 
of fast moving, kaleidoscopic, metropolitan journal- 
ism. In recent years it has acknowledged the influence 
of the newsmagazine and its earthy, personal type of 
reporting. It has followed the style of Time Magazine 
in the establishment of its “News of the Week in 
Review” in the Sunday edition. The writing in the 
weekly section has become livelier, its comment more 
imaginative and crisp. The editors show more con- 
cern over circumstances originating behind the news; 
they have started to broadcast news bulletins hourly 
on the air; recently The Times announced that on 
February 15 it will amalgamate its magazine and 
rotogravure section in the interests of freshness and 
readability. Experiments in the use of color and eye- 
appealing type have been constantly maintained. 
Times’ writers have received accolades as experts in 
many fields; last year the newspaper was again pre- 
sented with a Pulitzer prize. - 


This reporter believes The Times is a superior 
newspaper. In analyzing its editorial lapses he does 
not merely aim a malicious and unremitting fire at its 
journalistic vagaries and aberrations but presents the 
study of the paper in an attempt to be both fair and 
plain spoken. 


Great journalistic model it is. Yet, in one respect 
—the presentation of news of general Jewish interest 
and of Zionism—it has been proven to possess feet of 
clay. 

The ‘talented men and women who assemble its 
news, write the copy, and compose its editorials are 
not to be blamed. The fault lies with the executives 
behind the scenes, that handful of individuals who 
have made The Times unqualifiedly complete as a 
newspaper, but woefully deficient in willingness to 
depart from a hide-bound reactionary attitude to the 
contemporary scene on the one hand, and adamant in 
refusal to face facts as regards the Jewish people on 
the other. 

Times’ reporters and editors, like journalists who 
write for other papers, notably PM and the New York 
Post, operate on assignment. If the publisher suffers 
from the Jewish maladies of self-hate and self-efface- 
ment and has not the desire to inform his readers 
about barbaric atrocities committed on Jews in Ru- 
mania or Poland, or about discriminations practiced 
against Negro draftees in the South, nothing is writ- 
ten. The publisher of The Times prints items he con- 
siders “fit” and in exercising his discriminating choice 
indicates a squeamish sensitivity for niceness and 
against disturbance of the status quo. Many items are 
suppressed and others subjected to the scissors of the 
copy reader. On the Jewish angle The Times always 
assumes the defensive; the word Jew is kept out of 
headlines, Jewish names rarely make the social col- 
umns, Jewish meetings usually “terminate too late” 
to break into a final edition. Many Jewish items are 
banished to inner pages after undergoing a decon- 
taminating, dry-cleaning process to the point of 
sterility. 

The paper likes nice Jews, clean-cut individuals 
who have negligible political opinions, Jews who do 
not flaunt their nationalism or who ignore the taunts 
of demagogues. 

The Times would not find it paradoxical to pro- 
pose that the historic destiny of the Jewish people is 
to be nice. As Maurice Samuel has indicated, for a 
people to be nice alone is not to be a people at all. If 
The Times were consulted, for the sake of orderliness 
and euphony it would prefer the Jews as a religious 
minority. 

Its Jewish publishers have uniformly adopted a 
head-in-the-sand assimilationist attitude about Jews 
and about Zionism. Let us go back briefly to a period 
in American life very much like our own today, the 
days of November, 1917, during the first World War. 
The United States had joined the Allies and the coun- 
try was rapidly gearing itself to a war psychology. In 
New York the Metropolitan was already halting 
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“German Opera” so as to give “least offense to most 
patriotic Americans.” Alfred E. Smith was running 
for president of the Board of Aldermen, John F. Hy- 
lan was successfully aspiring to the mayoralty as the 
candidate of Tammany Hall and of Hearst, who was 
being accused of sedition. The Fusion candidate and 
incumbent mayor, Mitchell, was swept out of office. 
Woman suffrage was an issue, the women receiving 
the vote in the state for the first time. President 
Wilson was giving his Thanksgiving Proclamation. 

News of the Balfour Declaration reached the gen- 
eral press November 9. The Times placed the item 
inconspicuously on page three. It said, “Britain Fav- 
ors Zionism, Balfour Gives Cabinet View in Letter to 
Rothschild.” The brief story included a favorable 
comment from the London Jewish Chronicle. 

By November 19, 1917 the Turks had lost Jaffa 
and were fleeing northward with the British in pur- 
suit. In London announcement was made that 
Charles Rothschild and his brother, Baron Edmond 
of Paris had joined the Zionist movement. 

Saturday, November 24, The Times under the 
Ochs aegis appeared with an unfriendly editorial, 
“The Zionists.” It expressed fear that the “Zionist 
project” might involve the possibility of a recurrence 
of anti-Semitism. It pointed out apologetically that 
the idea of colonies under a protectorate “has met 
with a good deal of favor among Jews who have 
given consideration to the practical side of the Zionist 
movement.” It was the start of a hostility that was to 
continue. In the ensuing years The Times has been 
rabidly anti-Zionist. One has but to go to the record, 
flip back the files and quote chapter and verse. In 
1917 editorials on Zionism were still tinged with the 
religious tone that bespoke Mr. Ochs’s milder 
influence. 

With The Times the bold, anti-Zionist champion is 
always produced as a man of the hour. The very next 
day the Sunday paper reprinted an article from The 
American Hebrew by Rabbi Samuel Shulman which 
seconded The Times’ original motion of censure on 
Zionism in big, bold headlines which proclaimed: 
“Jewish Nation not Wanted in Palestine, the Views 
of those Who Are Opposed to Zionism Expressed by 
a Leading American Rabbi.” Dr. Shulman said that 
he would not oppose settling some Jews in Palestine. 
What they do there, he stressed, would be a matter 
that would concern themselves only. Said the rabbi, 
“,.. I therefore hold that the destiny of the Jew is to 
remain scattered all over the world... and I interpret 
the great visions of our prophets in a purely universal- 
istic spirit . .. we rejoice in the good will that is evid- 
enced by the statement of that noble statesman Bal- 
four. But the phrasing is such an exact reproduction 
of the platform of Zionism that we cannot entirely 
endorse it.” No Zionist rejoinder was printed. 

On January 7 of this year, that perennial apologist 
to the Jewish people, motor magnate Henry Ford, 
whose declining years are troubled by the anguish and 
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distress he has caused Jews, addressed a letter of “clar- 
ification” to the chairman of the B'nai B'rith Anti- 
Defamation League, Mr. Sigmund Livingstone of 
Chicago. 

It is seldom that as notorious an eccentric as the 
Sage of Dearborn breaks into print unsolicitedly. 
Usually his laconic gems of homespun philosophy are 
reserved for the Sunday Magazine section. The Times 
nearly split a galley-rack in its effort to hide the story 
on an inner page. As if to testify that the epistle was 
none of their doing the editors included a photostat 
clearly showing the Ford Company letterhead. 

The Times editorials for that day did not capitalize 
on the opportunity for comment. No effort was made 
to meet an issue squarely which would have com- 
mitted The Times on a Jewish problem, or which 
would have demonstrated the validity of the news- 
paper’s oft repeated boast that it is an independent, 
Democratic paper capable of editorially spanking 
those statesmen or captains of industry whose conduct 
is erratic. No editorials have appeared on the Ford 
letter in subsequent issues. 

Like all assimilationists the publishers of The New 
York Times prefer to evade and ignore the lessons of 
history as regards the Jewish people. They shut their 
eyes to the fate of the Jewish-refugee editors and pub- 
lishers who have arrived in numbers from Germany 
and Austria, and have flooded the slick paper maga- 
zines with their breast-beating confessions and testi- 
monials which have reached a crescendo of mea culpa. 
While the now penitent German tycoons dawdled 
and looked for Communists under their editorial beds, 
the Nazis were methodically infiltrating their sanc- 
tums and composing rooms. The Jews and the Zion- 
ist movement had always been rejected as personae 
non gratae by the Jewish-owned German dailies. 
Thanks to Herman Ullstein, of the famous Ullstein 
Publishing Company which was taken over by Hitler, 
we have been treated to constant repetition of the 
vivid scenes describing the fall of that gigantic enter- 
prise. How Wittkopf the doorman led a demonstra- 
tion of 150 employees marching in goosestep, chant- 
ing, “Down with the Jews!”; or how Kleinmichel, the 
head messenger, attired in Storm Trooper uniform, 
stationed himself in the composing room to see that 
nothing inimical to Nazism was printed. The UIl- 
steins were finally stripped of every possession. Today 
the record stands as a warning to other smug and com- 
placent publishers who hide ostrich-like behind their 
editorial facades, pretending that their fear is courage; 
their shame, spirit. 

As if to warn friendly legislators and to prejudice 
rapprochements between Zionists and non-Zionists 
on united demands at post-war peace conferences, 
The Times burst forth, on the morning of January 22, 
with a startling, column-long lead editorial insolently 
entitled, “A Zionist Army?” With characteristic pre- 
sumption The Times chose to refer to the proposal 
for a Jewish Army to fight with the British forces as a 
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“Zionist” Army, and to label the Yishuv in Palestine 
as a possible Zionist state. This selection of termin- 
ology stems back to May 18, 1939, the day of the 
British White paper, when a front page dispatch from 
a Times’ London correspondent coined the phrase 
“Zionist National Home” in contradiction to the his- 
torical record on Jewish Palestine which since 1917 
has been officially known as the Jewish National 
Home. The Times fearfully trotted out the usual 
bogies. It became apprehensive over incurring Arab 
resentment and hostility and the British government's 
opposition to the creation of separate military units. 
With callous disregard for the fallacious logic of 
its argument, The Times carefully retrained from re- 
ferring to the established fact of an active, thriving 
community of close to 600,000 Jews in Palestine, 
chose as their second reason for opposing a Jewish 
Army the “theoretical” argument that a “Zionist” 
Army would presuppose the establishment of a 
“Zionist” State as one of the aims of the United 
Nations after the war. It inferred that the collapse of 
Nazism would automatically set right all the upheav- 
als and distress in Europe with the nonchalant refer- 
ence to the possibility that “some from Axis terri- 
tories” will prefer to migrate to Palestine or other 
lands rather than face “the unhappy memories asso- 
ciated with the past.” In postulating the editorial The 
Times management disclosed the extent to which it is 
still guided by the appeasement complexes of the 
Munich pact; despite constant decimations of Jewish 
populations in the areas overrun by the Nazis, despite 
the existence of the cruel, monstrous concentration 
camps in which Jews are tortured, starved and dump- 
ed unceremoniously, despite the actuality of disease- 
ridden, crowded ghettoes in Warsaw and other occu- 
pied centers, it chose this unpropitious moment to 
plunge the dagger of betrayal in the back of the help- 
less millions of Jews who look anxiously to Palestine 
for a haven after the war, and to dash the hopes of 
thousands of young and willing Jews who are eager 
to defend democracy by fighting with a Jewish Army. 
According to dispatches to the Yiddish press, the 
Times editorial was immediately seized upon by the 
Nazi and Italian radios which beamed broadcasts to 
the Arabic speaking countries, pointing out that the 
Arabs would always find it easier to cooperate with 
the conservative, assimilationist type of Jews as repre- 
sented by The Times school in perference to the 
“greedy” Zionists. From Royal Oak, Michigan came 
an echo reverberating through an editorial similarly 
entitled, “A Zionist Army” and published in Father 
Coughlin’s weekly fascist journal, Soctal Justice. 
Though swarms of letters of protest poured into 
The Times’ offices, only two were printed, four days 
later, on Monday, January 26. One was an official 
reply from Dr. Stephen S. Wise, on behalf of the 
Emergency Committee for Zionist Affairs, and one 
from a Times champion who as usual was produced 
with alacrity in the person of Professor Morris R. 
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Cohen, emeritus professor of philosophy at City Col- 
lege, and one time head of the Conference on Jewish 
Relations. Dr. Cohen aptly demonstrated the use of 
specious logic. In his post-mortem comment he 
meekly indicated he would prefer to leave the prob- 
lem of a Jewish Army to the military authorities con- 
cerned, scoffed at the idea of a Jewish State in Pales- 
tine relieving the Jewish problem. He involved him- 
self in a fauous discussion of the shopworn conten- 
tions that Palestine could not absorb all the Jews, the 
conflict between national interests and individual 
rights, solicitude for the Arabs. It poorly becomes a 
man of Dr. Cohen’s eminence who has indicated his 
interest in Jewish representation at a peace confer- 
ence, to approve The Times’ watery, editorial balder- 
dash. 

Chiefly responsible for The Times shrinking stand 
on Jewish issues is Arthur Hays Sulzberger who has 
been at the helm of the paper since the death of 
Adolph S. Ochs in 1935. Mr. Sulzberger consistently 
treats the Jewish question as if he wished it did not 
exist. He has been vociferous in generalizing about 
safeguarding the “democratic way.” In an address 
before the Carnegie Institute at Pittsburgh nearly a 
year and one half ago (October 24, 1940), Mr. Sulz- 
berger, in describing our press as a line of defense 
against propaganda from abroad, said: .. . “Yet, in 
the long history of man security has never been 
attained by a refusal to state or face the facts.” Fur- 
ther he spoke of the aims of The Times in the follow- 
ing words: “Our consistent purpose is to treat the 
community as an adult and to give these adults the 
facts as accurately as we can secure them.” 

But on numerous occasions The Times has belied 
the idea that the community's interests are taken into 
account when it behooves the paper to suppress or 
minimize an item of importance to the Jewish com- 
munity. On June 5, last year Representative M. 
Michael Edelstein of New York fell dead of a heart 
attack in the speaker’s lobby of the House of Repre- 
sentatives after having answered on the floor of the 
House a vicious attack on Jews made by ranting, 
demagogic Representative John E. Rankin of Missis- 
sippi. The Times printed a bare outline of the story 
in the suburban section. The other papers considered 
the story front page news, used complete analyses, 
and editorials on the subject. A day later The Times 
recanted with a lukewarm editorial which employed 
a favorite Times phrase in referring mildly to attacks 
on “religious minorities.” 

To cite an illustration of the strange editorial treat- 
ment of an item of concern to Jews: Last September 
11, Charles A. Lindbergh made his famous anti-Sem- 
itic utterance at Des Moines. The Herald Tribune 
editorialized on the subject on September 13, de- 
nouncing his views as “Against the American Spirit.” 
It took The Times thirteen more days of deliberation 
before there finally appeared on September 26 an 
editorial indicating displeasure over Lindbergh’s re- 
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marks. It prefaced its comment with the following 
statement: “Passing over the question whether a reli- 
gious group whose members come from almost every 
civilized country and speak almost every Western 
language can be called a race let us examine what 
Mr. Lindbergh actually said.” The editorial con- 
cluded: “. .. We do not believe that the most sinister 
aspect of this episode lies in its appeal to anti-Semit- 
ism, however obvious the intent to make that shame- 
ful appeal may be . . . We do not believe that anti- 
Semitism will ever gain ground in this country so 
long as the masses of our people are true to the great 
traditions on which this Republic was founded .. .” 


Some years ago in an interview with a representa- 
tive of a mid-western Anglo-Jewish paper, Mr. Sulz- 
berger expressed fears which trouble him. He in- 
dicated that he felt no particular kinship with Jews 
living in other parts of the world. He declared that 
the establishment of a Jewish State in Palestine 
would raise strong doubts in his mind as to the advis- 
ability of continuing his Jewish affiliations. He con- 
tended that Mussolini was within his rights in his 
statement that Italian Jews could not be Zionists as 
long as Zionism was a recognized part of British 
Imperial policy which was in conflict with Italian 
interests as defined by the Fascist dictator. 


It is interesting to compare the veiws of Mr. Sulz- 
berger with a statement of a great American—Louis 
Dembitz Brandeis, who said: “. . . loyalty to America 
demands rather that each American Jew becomes a 
Zionist.” 

In the light of The Times policy it is not difficult to 
comprehend why Mr. Joseph M. Levy, who has been 
Palestinian correspondent of The Times for a number 
of years, writes as he does. Mr. Levy after a recent 
visit to the United States has returned to Cairo from 
where he covers the Libyan campaign. His dispatches 
often are hostile to the Yishuv, partial to Arab nation- 
alism. When events of interest are happening in Pal- 
estine, Mr. Levy usually is “absent on assignment.” 
He seldom gets rapturous about achievements in 
Eretz Israel, occasionally breaks his silence to cable a 
friendly report on a non-political institution such as 
the Palestine Symphony Orchestra. Mr. Levy is no 
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novice as a war reporter; however his Zionist readers 
are often inclined to question his military sagacity on 
the basis of past performances in his reporting of 
events in the Near East. 

The Times makes its columns accessible to Dr. 
Judah Leib Magnes, president of the Hebrew Univer- 
sity. Rabbi Magnes, a likeable personality, can be 
counted on to express a minority view that will de- 
light The Times. He has opposed the idea of a Jewish 
Commonwealth, preferring a bi-national state within 
the framework of an Arab confederation; he has dif- 
fered with the call of the Jewish Agency for obliga- 
tory conscription. The Times makes a special point of 
interviewing him periodically and prominently dis- 
playing his opinions. 

Zionist readers of The Times know that New York 
possesses other daily papers which do not bend over 
backward in chronicling Jewish news. Unlike The 
Times they often print extensive reports on events in 
the Jewish community, are not afraid to take a bold 
stand on Jewish topics. 

The Times commentators find occasion to cham- 
pion the endeavors of many peoples. Sympathy has 
been expressed for the Polish legion, the Free French 
movement, the uprooted Czechs, the hapless Chinese. 
Editorials have often upheld the rights of men of 
good will to lead free lives no matter how contrary 
their views to that of the conservative school which 
The Times represents. 

But throughout articles concerning Jews runs the 
thread of timorousness, the jittery inability of its pub- 
lisher to look forthrightly at Jewish problems. 

He has failed to see the need for Jews to establish 
either group equality or individual security. He has 
constantly befuddled discussions of Jewish issues with 
evasions and subterfuges. 

It would seem advisable for T’he Times to consider 
two alternatives: 

One, that the paper tend to its editorial knitting, 
cease meddling with Jewish issues, stop trying to im- 
pose the opinions of its publisher. Or, two, that The 
Times practice its own credo for Democracy: stand up 
and face facts, identify the Jews and their struggles as 
equal to the aspirations of other peoples, help imple- 
ment their desire for human rights. 


| AM AN “ARYAN” 


by Rudolf Rocker 


T IS A shameful evidence of the confusion and 

spiritual decline of our times that so dull, crass, 
and barbaric a sentiment as anti-Semitism could have 
found any supporters at all. It is far worse that every- 
where today, and here in America, too, there are 
numbers of so-called “intellectuals” who have been 
infected by this nonsense and who let themselves go 
into deep speculations about the Jewish question, 
without possessing even the first prerequisite for such 


an undertaking—that first hand experience, without 
which any serious study of social questions is impos- 
sible. Many of those gentry are concealed Nazis, too 
cowardly to confess their beliefs openly. Others, 
perhaps most of them, belong to the society of those 
who sit on the fence, and do not dare to justify Nazi 
barbarism openly, but are of the opinion that one 
must not condemn everything without reservation, 
before going to the bottom of matters in order to 
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reach a just verdict. While “going to the bottom of 
matters” they continually make unpleasant discover- 
ies about “the nature of the Jews,” which, they claim, 
are rooted in his Semitic origins and his racial mental- 
ity, and effectively prevent mutual understanding 
between him and descendants of the so-called Aryan 
peoples. 

Most of those pure spirits have never lived among 
Jews. They proceed on assumptions which they have 
taken from others. In this way they create a picture 
relying not on first-hand experience but on inherited 
prejudice, which cannot but turn out to be a mere 
caricature. This is true also of all the founders of the 
so-called racial anti-Semitism from Gobineau to 
Chamberlain, from Frietzsche to Guenther, Hauser, 
Rosenberg and their tedious imitators. Not one of 
those men spent even a week in a truly Jewish 
environment. All of their theories are based on top- 
lofty speculations, growing out of their own reaction- 
ary attitudes. They were all deadly enemies of the 
liberal and democratic philosophies, last-ditch oppon- 
ents of the spiritual fruits of the great French Revolu- 
tion and its fight against Absolutism. All their tirades 
about the so-called “Aryan race” which never existed, 
and their denunciations of the “Jewish race,” which 
is also legendary, are based on unproven and indefen- 
sible presuppositions, which they present as absolute 
truths. Modern Nazism is merely the testamentary 
executor of those doctrines. The barbarism of ideas 
is always followed by the barbarism of acts, as the 
hyena always comes after the carcass. 

It gives me personal satisfaction, therefore, to ac- 
cept the JEWISH FRONTIER’S invitation to relate 
something of my experience with the Jewish work- 
ers’ movement in which I have taken an active part 
for more than twenty years. 

I am a son of an old German family, which can be 
traced back for centuries in south-western Germany. 
My father was a Protestant, my mother a Catholic; 
but there were no religious prejudices in our family, 
and we were brought up in a free spirit. Although 
my native city, Mainz, had a fairly large Jewish com- 
munity since ancient times, I had no close contact 
with Jews in my youth. I came to the socialist move- 
ment as a youngster at a time when the force of 
Bismarck’s anti-Socialist laws forced it to lead an 
underground existence. Most Jews in our city were 
small businessmen or professionals, and since I met 
only workingmen, I had no opportunity for more 
familiar acquaintance with Jews. I did learn to know 
anti-Semitism, however, in my early youth. Though 
there was no anti-Semitic movement in our city, anti- 
Semitic propaganda found a ready audience among 
the country people, for reasons which I cannot here 
go into for lack of space. We, young socialists, fre- 
quently opposed the anti-Semitic speakers at meetings, 
and more than once were driven out of villages at the 
end of pitchforks by the incited peasants. I saw 
almost all the leaders of German anti-Semitism at 
that time at such meetings. Dr. Boeckel, Liebermann 
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von Sonnenberg, Pickenbach, and many others. Their 
empty phrases, and above all their repulsive dema- 
gogery, that sprang from no honest purpose, always 
went against the grain with me, so that even then, 
before I myself had learned to know the Jews, I was 
treated like an “infamous Jew-Slave” at meetings. 

I made my first acquaintance with Jews in the 90’s 
in Paris. Those whom I met were not German Jews, 
but Jews from eastern Europe and even from Pales- 
tine and Egypt. A Czech friend first brought me to a 
meeting of Jewish socialists. It was, thus, the purest 
chance that I made their acquaintance. Until then 
I had no idea of the very existence of eastern Euro- 
pean Jews. I thought of Jews only as a distinct 
religion, not as a people. I found myself, therefore, 
in a new world; a strange enough world, but, after 
all, no stranger than any of my first impressions of 
members of another people. 

The hearty welcome I received made me come back 
regularly to the meetings of my new Jewish friends. 
I lectured for them frequently and had personal rela- 
tions with many. At that time I made a number of 
valued acquaintances and met my dear friends, Lif- 
schitz, Rodinson, Gordon, Silberman and their wives, 
all of whom have now passed away. I also came into 
friendly relations with the Russian Jewish author 
Rappoport, whom I learned to respect very highly 
both as a man and a thinker, for we worked together 
as book-binders. 

When I later came to London, I was at first so 
much occupied with the German movement, that I 
had little contact with the Jewish workers on the 
East side. Afterwards, however, I took up my rela- 
tions with them again and became a very welcome 
guest. I spoke frequently at meetings in the great 
Ghetto of London, took part in the conferences and 
celebrations of my Jewish comrades in belief, and in 
a short time, became close friends with all the active 
comrades of the Jewish movement. I met then for 
the first time such men and women as J. Kaplan, D. 
Isakovitz, A. Frumkin and his wife Sarah, W. Weiss, 
S. A. Atkin, Freeman, L. Baron, H. Sachs, T. Egges, 
J. Salamson, Tabler, Ruderman, the Sabelinsky broth- 
ers, and many others. Most of them became my life 
long friends. It was in that group of congenial people, 
too, that I met Milly Witkop, later my wife. 

The Jewish workers’ movement in London was, of 
course, of an altogether different character than in 
Paris, where, at that time, there were only small 
groups of Jewish Socialists. In London many thous- 
ands of Jewish workers, cast up by fate in England, 
lived in conditions of privation such as I had never 
before experienced. The great majority were garment 
workers, but there were also other trades among 
them, such as carpenters, shoemakers, bakers, cigar- 
ette makers, and hat makers. London, in those days, 
was a sort of clearing house of Jewish laborers. The 
stream of immigration brought new proletarian ele- 
ments continually from Russia, Galicia, Rumania, 
while others, having lived a few years in London, 
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emigrated to the United States, Canada, South Africa, 
and Argentina, so that the community was contin- 
ually changing. Many of the workers got their first 
socialist education in London, and carried the new 
ideas with them into other countries. They would 
order from London the Arbeiter Freund and pamphlet 
material for use in their new territories, and main- 
tained close contact with their old comrades in Eng- 
land. When the Jewish labor movement in Russia 
began to develop, many returned to their old home 
and got propaganda secretly from England. 


The larger part of the Jewish socialists in England 
were followers of Kropotkin and of libertarian social- 
ism. Their paper, the Arbeiter-Freund was founded as 
a non-partisan publication in which all sorts of social- 
ists participated, but later, under the editorship of 
S. Janovsky, became and always remained thereafter 
the organ of the libertarian movement. 


It would be too much to tell in full detail here 
how I learned Yiddish and became the editor of the 
Arbeiter-Freund; even though it is an interesting story 
in itself. It was, so to speak, pure accident that opened 
up that new field of work to me, and at the time I 
had no premonition how long I would be associated 
with it. My activity was by no means limited to any 
single tendency within socialist thought, but extended 
over the whole field of the Jewish labor movement 
in England. There was not a trade union with which 
I did not have the closest relations. I shared in their 
countless struggles for their daily bread, in their co- 
operative ventures, their educational work and organ- 
izing campaigns. Thus I became intimately familiar 
with all groups in the Jewish workers’ movement, in 
London and the other cities. My lectures brought me 
regularly to Leeds, Manchester, Liverpool, Glasgow, 
Edinburgh, Birmingham, Hull, Swansea and Cardiff. 
I had frequent occasion to see Jewish life in all its 
phases, in the shop, at meetings, and in the inner 
family circle. 

I spoke to those people exactly as I spoke to my 
own countrymen or to workers of other nations, and 
I found the same response everywhere. The notor- 
ious “wall” between the Jew and the Aryan is some- 
thing I never could discover. Naturally, such work 
requires patience, good will and, above all, human 
sensitivity. For this, however, I received from those 
hard-working and suffering people the most princely 
reward: I enjoyed a confidence which sometimes 
flowed in superabundance. One small example out 
of hundreds I shall never forget. 


When I was put in an internment camp as a native 
German during the first World War, I found there a 
large number of Galician Jews who knew me from 
the outside. I was chosen by my fellow-prisoners to 
head the internal organization of the camp, and thus 
had many an occasion to help and encourage my Jew- 
ish friends who could not come to terms with this 
new, strange environment. Among my Jewish fellow- 
prisoners there was a poor tailor, a weak, sickly man 
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whom I had frequently to help when his desperation 
overcame him. One day an order came from the War 
Office that all prisoners not married to English wives 
were to be sent to the Isle of Man, where they would 
be unable to see their families for the duration of the 
war. The poor man was in deepest despair and be- 
seeched me with tears in his eyes to help him. What 
could I do? I myself was a prisoner. 


On the following day he told me that his wife 
and oldest daughter, who were coming to visit him 


‘in the afternoon, wanted to see me. As leader of the 


camp I was permitted to go anywhere, and I gave him 
my promise. His poor wife could not speak a word 
but only wept. The daughter, a young girl of fifteen 
or sixteen, with delicate, pale features, and large, 
anxious eyes, seized both my hands and gasped, 
“Friend Rocker, you must help Father! He will surely 
die, if he can’t see us any more.” ‘My child,” I said, 
“I myself am only a prisoner and have no authority 
over the English government.” “No, no,” said she, 
“you can do anything. I am sure of it. I used to hear 
father and his friends speak about you at home so 
often. You are strong. You can do anything!” 


What could I do in the face of the unlimited faith 
of that poor child? “Child,” I said, “I will do what 
I can.” “Good, good,” she sighed, “if you say so, 
it’s as good as done,” and her dark eyes filled with 
tears. I helped the poor man. To do it I had to put 
myself in great danger but I have never regretted it. 
It is easy to preach hatred, but hatred yields only 
poisoned fruits. A little goodness, a little sympathy 
and humanity make a deep impression in the human 
soul and remain indestructible. 


My friend Janovsky, who could never understand 
the legends which sprang up about me and by which 
I myself was often disturbed, once said to me, “It is 
probably because you are a Goy.” Perhaps he was 
correct. But that, too, shows that the Jews are not 
different from other peoples, and that the old proverb, 
“A prophet is not without honor except in his own 
country,” applies to them, too. 


My activity among Jewish workers was not devoted 
solely to the libertarian and trade union movements. 
I always tried to arouse cultural interest among the 
spiritually alert part of the workers, and to bring to 
them the creative literature of all the nations. It was 
not an easy task, for the field was an unknown world 
for most of them at the time. Yiddish literature was 
only beginning to develop then, although it had 
already produced two classic writers in Peretz and 
Abramovitch. The great majority of Jewish prole- 
tarians had never even had an elementary education 
and it was not easy for them to project their imag- 
ination into spheres so far removed from their own 
grey poverty-stricken world. Nevertheless, I made 
the attempt and had a quite astonishing success. At 
first, no more than two or three dozen people attended 
my lectures on literature. But in a few years’ time the 
lectures were attended by hundreds and became really 
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imposing events. They were favored by Anarchists, 
Social Democrats, and Zionists alike. In this way the 
Jewish workers came to know Ibsen, Zola, Bjornson, 
Hamsun, France, Multatuli, Hauptmann, Wilde, 
Maeterlinck and many others. Later I tried the same 
thing in the plastic arts, making use of drawings, 
etchings, and visits to London museums and art 
galleries. 

When I published the monthly “Germinal” in 
later years, I laid particular stress on the literary sec- 
tion. In this the excellent translations of my unforget- 
table friend, A. Frumkin, were of great help. In this 
case, also, I was able to observe that there is no field 
_of human interests in which the so-called “Jewish 
‘ spirit” is not just as sensitive or reacts in any way 
differently than the spirit of other peoples. 

In short, I lived twenty years in the ghetto, spend- 
ing every day with Jewish workers, sharing their 
sufferings and anxieties, working endlessly with them, 
partaking of their joys and hopes and standing on a 
footing of equality with them. I have given the best 
years of my life to advance their spiritual culture, to 
strengthen their will and resistance to arbitrary 
tyranny. How far I have succeeded therein, let others 
say, not I. It would ill become one who, like me, had 
taken so central a position in a movement to give 
judgment of the results of his work. But I know of a 
certainty, that I have brought some light and the joy 
of hope into the grey routine of those people’s lives. 
I can state with a good conscience that I have served 
them faithfully and without personal gain. The 
thousands who knew me and who today are scattered 
all over the world know that this is true. And that is 
a thing of which I am proud. Their love, their friend- 
ship, their limitless trust is the greatest reward I know 
and will always remain a joyous memory for me who 
am now come into the autumn of my life when the 
evening darkness sets in. 

I have never, in all the long years full of struggle, 
had any thought or feeling which I could not freely 
communicate to my Jewish friends. I have never had 
the slightest difficulty in understanding their way of 
thinking and feeling. The whole nonsensical gabble 
about the unbridgeable gulf between the “oriental” 
and “occidental” man, the whole artificial barrier 
between the “Aryan and Semitic worlds” are not 
worth a plugged nickle. I found no more mystery or 
bottomless depths among the Jews than among any 
other people whom I met. I am not even a “Judeo- 
phile,” as many have called me, because I do not love 
all the Jews any more than I love all the Germans, 
French, or Americans. I would consider it a false trick 
to love a Goebbels, a Goering, or a Streicher, simply 
because they are Germans as I am. On the contrary, 
I often feel ashamed and oppressed to have a com- 
mon nationality with such cannibals. But the birth 
of a man is a work of chance in which he himself 
has no hand. Love, however, is possible only where 
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people come together, as human beings and where 
an inner kinship exists. 

I still remember one episode which, perhaps better 
expresses what I mean. It was after the great tailors’ 
strike of 1912. Fifteen thousand Jewish workers 
fought desperately for six long weeks against positive 
hunger. The treasury was empty, and although the 
solidarity of the Jewish workers were excellent, it was 
still impossible to provide fifteen thousand workers 
and their families with even the bare necessities. We 
won the strike, and abolished the infamous sweat 
shop system which has brought down so many to an 
untimely grave. 

After the strike I was somewhat ill at ease when- 
ever I was in the street, for the gratitude of those 
Jewish workers for my modest assistance in their fight 
was truly boundless. One day, as I walked down an 
alley in the ghetto, a young woman, sitting with her 
child at her doorstep, noticed me. As soon as she saw 
me, she sprang up and said, “Wait a moment, please, 
grandpa must see you.” I waited and out came an 
old, old man with a white beard, barely able to sup- 
port himself on his legs. I went up to him. He gave 
me his palsied hand and said: “May God let you live 
another hundred years. You saved us. A Goy, but 
still a human being.” 

That old man lived in another world, totally for- 
eign to my own. But in his gratitude he showed me 
his heart; one human being spoke to another, and 
therefore I loved him. 

If I were to make a brief sum of my experience 
with men of Jewish descent, I should say only that I 
have found nothing among them that could not also 
be found among descendants of other people. The 
whole silly rigamarole which brands the Jews as 
the world’s pariahs, and singles them out as different 
from all other peoples is a stupid fallacy based on no 
real experience but only on blind prejudice and empty 
claims which cannot stand serious examination. The 
protagonists of those lunatic doctrines do not perceive 
what a sorry demonstration of spiritual poverty they 
make of themselves. If it were really true that a small 
minority of fifteen or sixteen million people were 
responsible for all the evil in the world, then the great 
majority of the human race does not deserve a better 
fate. Those miserable weaklings who convince them- 
selves that they are the defenseless victims of such a 
small dispersed community prove thereby only their 
own incompetence, their lack of self-respect, and their 
spiritual incapacity. All this is not my conviction 
alone. All my non-Jewish friends in London, men 
and women like Kropotkin, Tscherkesoff, Tschaikov- 
sky, Malatesta, Louise Michel, Turner, Keill, Kelly 
and many others who knew the Jewish workers of 
England at first hand shared the same opinion. 

Anti-Semitism in its several varieties was always a 
sure sign of social and political reaction, a mask for 
the brutal special interests of small minorities, seek- 
ing an ideological justification for their inhuman and 
tyrannical aims in order to deceive the masses about 
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their real purpose and make them the blind instru- 
ments of their bloody policies. 

Lock up the Jews again in the old ghetto and you 
will make the whole world into a Super-Ghetto. 
Germany teaches that moral so clearly that whoever 
has not yet forgotten how to think must take warning. 
Brutal barbarisms drove the Jews back into the ghet- 
to, and at the same time they turned Germany into a 
great penitentiary behind whose bloody walls a whole 
nation sighs and groans and is degraded to a horde of 
galley-slaves. The yellow badge of the Jews, which 
was to make their Jewish fellow-citizens contempt- 
ible, has made the whole German people hateful to 
the world. The Jew was declared unclean, but all 
Germany today is like a lepers’ colony, whose breath 
of putrefaction threatens to poison all of civilization. 
Wild Jew-hatred has brought forth such a hatred of 
the German people that the greatest prophet to-day 
could hardly forsee its terrible consequences. Enslave 
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a single person and you put fetters on all humanity. 
Enslave a single human group and you press the 
brand of serfdom on every human countenance. 

As no leaf on a tree is altogether like the others, 
so men are different in their habits and views. Every 
group bears the marks of its social environment, and 
as that changes and assumes new forms, so do its 
characteristics. That natural variety is the foundation 
of all culture, for it stimulates constant comparisons 
and makes for all creative activities. 

Not what distinguishes us is essential, but what 
unites us: the inner kinship between all humans, the 
spiritual and material prerequisites for the free devel- 
opment of any human group, which are the same 
everywhere, which re-echo in the ethical conscious- 
ness of all humans, and make equal rights for all the 
highest ideal of life. No culture can survive the pro- 
crustean bed of dictatorship and barbarism. But on 
the modern barbarians, too, history will pronounce 
its judgment—‘Weighed and found wanting.” 


“LOOK” LOCATES A JEW 


by Marie Syrkin 


| gms of January 27, has an article on anti-Semit- 

ism by Vincent Sheean. Perhaps the “article” is a 
misnomer because Sheean is brief, unpretentious and 
does not undertake to probe the fundamental causes 
of this muth analyzed affliction. He says some good 
things on the danger of “social” anti-Semitism, which 
is generally viewed as a fairly innocent deviation from 
absolute tolerance. He drives home the point that 
even “social” anti-Jewish discrimination can be a 
menace to democratic institutions because it provides 
the “psychological soil” for reactionary movements of 
every kind. 

This is no news to most of us. The thesis has been 
expounded more than once by more than one Jewish 
publicist, but it is good to read such forthright, sen- 
sible words in a general magazine with the circulation 
of Look. One rather hopes that every Gentile reader 
of Look will take the Sheean warning at its value and 
become aware of the connection between private pre- 
judices and public political movements. 

In addition to Vincent Sheean’s remarks, the indus- 
trious reader will discover a neat box which tabulates 
“Facts—Not Fancies—About Jews.” There he will 
encounter re-assuring statistics about the role of 
American Jews in American life. He will be heart- 
ened to find out that of 60 top officials in the large 
radio chains only five are Jewish, and that of 19 banks 
in the New York City Clearing House, but one is 
Jewish owned. 

Up to this point, Look has done a good job and de- 
serves the thanks of all concerned. But not content 
with this achievement, the magazine really goes to 
town on the subject of anti-Semitism in the section 
coyly headed “Why Hate Ben Kaufman?” In these 
2 illustrated pages, Look presents a “flesh-and- 


blood Jew: citizen, father, friend of man.” The 
editors are clearly actuated by the noblest of motives. 
Their intentions are of the best. They know that stat- 
istics carry no punch. Even the intriguing data about 
the country’s 1,974 daily newspapers of which only 
15 are owned by Jews, may miss fire. Nor can reli- 
ance be placed on Vincent Sheean’s persuasive pen 
alone. They have a better scheme up their camera. 
As an antidote to malicious and unfounded prejudice, 
Look proposes to show pictures of a real Jew, not a 
“mythical Jew” created by Nazi propaganda. Let the 
American public but get a slant of that rare bird, an 
authentic Jew, photographed in his customary habitat 
amid native fauna and flora, and everybody will per- 
ceive what an inoffensive, tractable specimen it really 
is. 

So Look sent a Marco Polo to the recesses of dark- 
est New Jersey who returned with pictures of a Jew, a 
regular guy, bright Ben Kaufman. Let the folks 
gather round. Here we have him caged at last, a 
“flesh-and-blood Jew” shown in his kindly roles of 
“citizen, father and friend of man.” We see Ben visit- 
ing the American Legion headquarters—he never 
misses a day. We see him talking with filial devotion 
to his old mother, whose long life has embraced Rus- 
sian pogroms and final success in the land of the free. 
We see him working tirelessly in his office, always 
ready to lend a helping hand. Here he is at the family 
dinner table with his wife and daughter, and there 
again you spot him discussing a difficult problem with 
his rabbi. And don’t think Ben is just a plaster saint. 
Just to show he’s human, you get a shot of him buying 
a cigar, or sitting down for a game of rummy at the 
Elk’s Club. And to top it all, Ben has a Congressional 
Medal of Honor, one of the 72 given for valor in 
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World War I. So Ben really rates a write-up. These 
boys who went down to New Jersey bagged some 
pretty good game. Small wonder that they returned 
triumphant with their trophy, and headed their offer- 
ing “Why Hate Ben Kaufman?” 

Well, I for one, “hate” Ben Kaufman. I hasten to 
add that I have nothing but respect for the actual 
gentleman, and if I had come across him as part of the 
American scene occasionally subjected to candid 
camera enthusiasts, I would have thought him the 
nice fellow he undoubtedly is. But I hate the symbol 
“Ben Kaufman,” the spectacle put on by a national 
magazine to enlighten those who don’t know much, 
but know what they dislike. 

There is one picture in the collection that stays in 
my memory. It is the one of Ben and his 86 year old 
mother. We are informed that she worked as a janit- 
ress so that her children might get an American edu- 
cation. Her boy made good. He got a scholarship to 
Syracuse University. True, he didn’t become an elec- 
trical engineer because the field offered “few oppor- 
tunities to one of his faith.” But he made good. 
Aren’t there two big pages of pictures to show him 
happy, successful and meritorious? Perhaps the old 
lady will be pleased when her friends call her up to 
congratulate her on the signal honor finally bestowed 
upon her son—to be exhibited as a “flesh-and-blood 
Jew.” But perhaps she will wonder sadly why her son 
is being displayed under the ominous title: “Why 
Hate Ben Kaufman?” She may even be perplexed by 
this strange denouement of the great American 
Dream? A sardonic epilogue to the flight from Cos- 
sacks, from whom she “hid in cellars in Russia”! 

And how about the sweet-faced daughter and wife 
who are shown with Ben decorously gathered round 
the supper board? How do they relish the extraor- 
dinary publicity suddenly beating down on their clean 
linen? Why hate Rita, the daughter who is so obvi- 
ously a fine girl? Why hate Gertrude, the good wife? 
Why hate the old Mrs. Kaufman who smiles with 
maternal pride and tenderness upon her son? Look is 
showing them to you as a community service—so 
you'll see the breed is harmless, just plain folks like 
everybody else. 

When some fifty odd years ago a Jewish family I 
knew settled in a small town in upper New York 
State, the minister came to call, expressing great eag- 
erness to meet a Jew. He had never seen a son of 
Israel. He honored Biblical patriarchs, but he had 
heard that modern Jews had horns. He asked in all 
innocence if the newcomers boasted any such interest- 
ing excrescences, small, rudimentary ones perhaps, 
but still horns. This tale is not apocryphal, nor too 
hard to believe. In due time the family in question 
won its way in the community. They prospered, the 
neighbors stopped looking for horns; eventually the 
daughters even had to be sent to New York City so 
that they shouldn’t fall in love with agreeable and 
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susceptible young goyim. And the story of the horns 
became an amusing family legend. 

Apparently the horns are back again. That is the 
only explanation for Look’s extraordinary illustrated 
supplement on the Jewish question. The sole object 
of every picture exhibiting the amiable Ben is to con- 
vince sceptics that Jews have neither horns nor tails. 
They work, they marry, they love their wives and 
children, they have mothers, they smoke—in short, 
by all objective data, they qualify as members of the 
species, optimistically named homo sapiens. Charac- 
teristically, Look chose no pictures of eminent Jews— 
men distinguished in science, art or literature—for its 
crusade. The editors were careful not to produce a 
Brandeis, an Einstein or a Freud in their gallery, be- 
cause such figures would merely stress the horn motif 
of modern demonology—the weird and wonderful 
Jewish brain from which fabled miracles project. 

I find the curious minister of half-a-century ago 
easier to fathom and less depressing than those mod- 
ern Americans for whom the Look illustrations are 
obviously intended. After all, that minister had never 
seen a live Jew, but was willing to believe the evid- 
ence of his senses. When he examined the heads of 
my friend’s family and discovered no suspicious pro- 
tuberances, he was prepared to admit that he had been 
misinformed. Unless of course, he said that these par- 
ticular Hebrews were an exception, and would hence- 
forth be rated among his best unhorned acquaint- 
ances. 

But today the American public cannot plead this 
artless ignorance. Jews, good and bad, prominent and 
obscure, are not exactly.an ap milias sight. Jews 
have even been known to get ‘into: the pa ts. Their 
coumtenances, perso of a L yar Des 
ments, etc., are not a 
despite all the ovis , there” hia gins who still 
require pretiaemaivees y i the “Rhy “Why HatéWBen Kauf- 
man?” variety, they are nly suitabhe to for 
conversion. Rather than such abject attempts, I'll 
take a chance on the Jews blowing’ theif own horns. 
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ITS December issue, the JEWISH FRONTIER 
dispensed with Jerome Frank by editorializing, 
“The events of the past week have made what he 
chooses to call his ‘disclosures’ remote and beside the 
point.” It is painfully true that the urgency of these 
days prevents our giving to Mr. Frank’s article the 
attention it does not deserve. As the injudicious utter- 
ance of an uninformed Jew, it should under no cir- 
cumstance merit a second reflection. But it is more 
than that. It is the manifestation of a growing and 
crystallizing discontent with Jewish life, which can 
aptly be called the “Revolution of Nihilism.” For 
Mr. Frank and his colleagues seek nothing less than 
the utter nullification of Judaism. While admittedly 
the new turn in the universal war has minimized all 
other issues, it would be a mistake to assume that they 
have been liquidated. If the past is still a criterion, 
these issues will in due time become more acute. The 
war brought to an abrupt halt the recently initiated 
practice of examining Jewish life as if it were an 
exhumed and plague-ridden corpse. It would be a 
sign of gullibility to assume that this ghoulish practice 
may not be resumed at some opportune moment. For 
that moment we must prepare no less painstakingly 
than for the advent of the peace. For just as the war 
and the Jewish issue are intimately joined, so must 
be the peace and the search for a Jewish solution. 
Therefore Mr. Frank is to be regarded as symptomatic 
of a gathering avalanche of Jewish nihilism which I 
like to designate by the name of Shabatage. Shaba- 
tage means the undermining of the most crucial of 
Jewish values. Shabateurs not only repudiate these 
values but deny their very existence. Because of this, 
they deny that the Jew has a special stake in this war. 
Therefore, however much they may now protest their 
disavowal of isolationism, Frank and his fellow-Shab- 
ateurs are still umemancipated from it. This is so 
because they still refuse to admit that, retreat as 
they may, the enemy has a place for them in his war 
plans. Protest as they may, they cannot dissuade 
Goebbels who warns them that all Jews are regarded 
as enemies of Hitlerism. 

So much for the New “Frankist” movement. Of 
much greater moment is the question, what are the 
forces which bring such movements into being? To 
paraphrase a recent book, “What makes Jerry— 
Frank?” We may begin by saying that appeal to the 
concept of “self-hatred” proves nothing. “Self-hatred” 
is a descriptive, not an explanatory term. What is 
more, this condition is but a fragmentary phase of a 
much more diffuse problem. In ,its most malignant 
form, the problem reaches the level of Selbsthass. 
However, there are numerous other types of Jewish 
nihilism which, though not pathological are even 
more disturbing because of their general acceptance 
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as normal aspects of the Jewish scene. The climate 
of “normalcy” is saddening, because it recalls the 
decadent spirit of those communities which take civic 
corruption for granted. Thus, our first task must be 
to recognize Jewish nihilism as a total and compre- 
hensive malady, not merely as a violent aberration of 
desperate Jews. “The whole head is sick, the whole 
heart is ill.” 

This condition has permeated nearly every stratum 
of Jewish life. It has taken possession of intellectual 
Jews—artists, scientists, scholars, writers. Echoing 
their sentiments is this credo by Louis Fischer: 

“I know now that I have never felt deeply Jewish. 
The fate of Jews in Nazi Germany does not touch me 
any more, nor any less, than the hardships of German 
pacifists, or socialists, or Catholics. I have asked my- 
self whether this is really so; I have tried to study my 
emotions about it, and I am sure I am telling the 
truth ... Palestine and Jews never stirred me as much 
as the Spanish Republicans in their struggle against 
Fascism.” * 

Now, Fischer (as well as his spiritual colleagues) 
is not guilty of antagonism to his Jewishness. He is 
“impartial” and “objective.” Yet there is an un- 
authentic ring in his objectivity. In one sentence he 
equates Jewish and non-Jewish suffering. But in 
the next, he subordinates the Jewish anti-Fascist strug- 
gle to the Spanish anti-Fascist uprising. As a trained 
observer, Fischer might have seen in 1936 how both 
Palestine and Spain were impaled on the same Axis, 
and were thus indivisible as to their fate. Therefore, 
it was not a question of rationing out loyalties, as 
the Palestinian volunteers in Loyalist Spain’s armies 
well understood. The “objectivity” of the Fischers 
must be regarded as spurious. It is a facade for 
indifference. 

Another specimen of nihilism prevails among those 
fragmentists to whom all of Judaism except their 
own point of attachment is superfluous. I have known 
Zionists who indignantly told me that they would 
walk out of any Z.O.A. convention that opened with 
a prayer. At a special Balfour day service, I could 
not find a single Avukah girl who would perform the 
“superstitious rite” of blessing the Shabbos candles. 
This entire subject requires special attention, but it is 
time the question were raised why many Zionists who 
expect religious support for the National Homeland 
withold their own support from the synagogue. The 
fragmentary approach to Jewish life is bound to lead 
to sectarianism and cultism. 

A third manifestation of nihilism is represented by 
large numbers of Jews who have come to the con- 
clusion that Jewish life has nothing to offer them. 
They are honest, earnest people. Many have enjoyed 





*Men and Polities, page 242. 
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a fair Jewish training. (It might be interjected here 
that there seems to be very little correlation between 
Jewish training and Jewish loyalties. This is not an 
argument against Jewish education, but types of Jew- 
ish education.) Yet they have decided there is noth- 
ing in Jewish life which they cannot get elsewhere. 
To the most intelligent of them, “Jew” means a person 
suffering disability which must be sublimated into 
excelling achievement. One professor spoke for his 
friends when he said, “Central to Judaism is a God- 
concept and the synagogue. We don’t believe in God. 
How can we go to the synagogue?” These people, 
who, it must again be stressed, are conscientious, ask, 
“What does Judaism offer me spiritually?” 

We revert now to our original question: why has 
this happened to us? One illustration may give us an 
introductory inkling. One of the leading and fine- 
souled folk-lorists of our country asked his Jewish 
students to help him collect all the Jewish folk tales 
and sayings they could find. Similar projects had been 
carried out among the Negroes, Indians, Scots, and 
the results revealed the edifying spiritual wealth of 
the sources which were tapped. But what “represen- 
tative” Jewish folk elements did the Jewish students 
unearth? Stories of sharp-dealing, trickery, vulgarity, 
superstition. Folk-sayings like “A Misah Meshunah,” 
“Geh in D’Rerd,” and “A Chaleryah Oif dir.” It was 
superfluous for these students to express their convic- 
tion that on the basis of their research, Judaism was a 
withered limb, a charred and mouldy stump standing 
sentinel over a bleak, dead past. Little in their investi- 
gations gave them a clue to a contemporary, living 
Judaism; to a classical or a romantic Judaism. At 
best, they disinterred a quantity of rubble that lacked 
even archeological value. ; 

Why? Because for at least the last decade they 
have been conditioned to regard Jewish life as a long 
range piece of artillery—defense. Jewish life was 
converted into an unlimited and indefinite emergency. 
But, it will be said, this proved to be a far-sighted 
precaution which our days have justified. Isn’t the 
' whole world now geared to a state of emergency? 
True. But where except in Jewish life has a people 
been rallied to the defense of an unknown and undis- 
closed factor? The very essence of national defense 
lies in defining in sharp and unmistakable strokes the 
cause which must be preserved. Even the Nazis are 
compelled to conjure up a wraith of an ideal in order 
to goad their chattels on. Our country’s leaders are 
wise to proclaim that we not only protect ourselves 
against an enemy but in behalf of a way of life which 
we can safeguard by understanding it. To throw up 
battlements for a shadowy and crudely conceived 
cause is the part of demagogy. No single Jewish 
organization has alone been culpable of such tactics. 
All, however, which have exploited this short cut to 
Jewish loyalties, must expect an inevitable back-wash 
of disillusionment in their patent-medicine methods. 
This back-wash is already under way. Its inexorable 
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and utterly logical challenge is: “if Judaism is a 
defense agency only, we don’t need it, because we 
doubt whether it can defend us, and because more 
powerful agencies can do a much better job of 
defense.” This is the price which the Judaism-in- 
easy-lessons method must inevitably pay. Its legiti- 
mate offspring are the nihilists and shabateurs who 
presume to interpret Judaism. Granting their prem- 
ise, their position is impregnable. They have observed 
the supplanting of intellectual and spiritual influence 
in Jewish life by the “practical go-getters” who have 
imposed martial law. Whatever is not vital to defense 
loses priority. The result? It soon becomes evident 
that the Jew cannot effectively defend himself, that 
he is almost completely dependent upon democracy 
for protection. Ergo, Judaism is unnecessary. Ergo, 
the nihilists and the shabateurs are right. Dr. Salo 
Baron has pointed out that while there have been 
occasional “defense” efforts in Jewish history, they 
have consistently met with futile results. The survival 
of Judaism is attributable to altogether different 
elements in our group life. The twentieth century 
effort to reverse this historical fact has been stigma- 
tized by Achad Ha’Am as: Self-inflicted slavery in 
the midst of freedom. 


It will not be easy to overcome Jewish nihilism. 
It has had a long time to flourish. But its defeat will 
be impossible without the ne plus ultra of our 
peoples’ existence—the values by which it may live. 
The time for this is most propitious. Confronting 
and challenging us is the not yet vanished opportunity 
to interpret the present cataclysm in Jewish terms. 
Throughout our career as a people, historical par- 
oxysms hurled us into ever new recognitions of man’s 
role in continually emergent social orders. We have 
been most sensitive to the admonitions of historical 
events. To the gifted Isaiah, the victorious Cyrus 
was not a political figure but above all an instrument 
of justice for the overthrow of Babylonian tryanny. 
He was not just another “imperialistic” conqueror but 
the spearhead of rebellion against oppression. Our 
entire history has been construed in universal con- 
cepts, not in terms of strategy. Mighty events pressed 
great truths down upon us. After the events had done 
their work, their meaning stood revealed before us. 
Perhaps that is the import of “Naaseh Venishma” 
—the historical event is followed by awakening to 
its universal lesson. Thus, “Yetzias Mitzraim” is 
ineluctably followed by “Zecher Liyetzias Mitzraim,” 
and all that it implies. The escane from Eevpt 
brought in its train a host of values, all of which 
found sanction and meaning in the original break for 
freedom. Psychologically, if not historically, the ex- 
odus may have been the desperate escane from priva- 
tion—sick men. But the conception of freedom in its 
fullest sense was born in the desert—after the event. 
The experience of the exodus identified us, willingly 
or not, with the historically established right of 
peoples to liberty and self-determination. 
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Another chapter in our career, the Babylonian exile 
and later the Maccabean struggle, crystallized into a 
great truth the historically established right of men 
to their own spiritual and cultural identity in the 
midst of totalitarian neighbors. 

Now again, history has used us as symbols of 
another unshakable truth. In the decade that has 
passed we have had some chance to visualize the 
contours of that truth. Most of us have felt only the 
enormity of the impact. But to some its transcendent 
meaning has been endowing our disaster with form 
and content. In this age, Judaism again has an oppor- 
tunity for reading a universal lesson in the trials we 
now undergo. What is that lesson? It is the immut- 
able doctrine of the moral indivisibility of mankind. 
The doctrine is not new. Its potential application is. 
Its origins lie in the role for which the Jew was 
originally singled out in the battle plans of our 
enemy. We were fated to become a living object 
lesson that hatred and enlsavement pause at no bar- 
riers. What is more, we were fated to demonstrate 
that mankind is in unceasing danger as long as the 
existence of any portion of it is anywhere jeopardized. 
Men doubtless had always perfunctorily recognized 
this truth, but only as a pious and mystical affirmation. 
In their own experiences they saw this to be untrue. 
The world to them was a series of air-tight compart- 
ments, any of which could be flooded without harm 
to the others. At least, the seepage was extremely 
slow, too slow to show any marked effect in their 
own life-time. The transition from cause to effect 
was too gradual to be apparent to any but the most 
gifted. By the grace of time, men could outstrip the 
toll of their crimes and leave the ultimate reckoning 
to their distant heirs. After all, there is nothing too 
terrifying about one’s sins being visited upon his 
third and fourth generations, if his own generation 
wins a respite. Likewise, by the grace of geography, 
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in distant places. Thus, on the two scores of time 
and space, men could break out of retribution’s net. 
But our day pays quick returns. Within ten years of 
the unhampered assault on the Jew, the whole world 
is afire. This need not have been. It came to be, 
however, because men would not believe that in a 
literal sense, the world was morally indivisible. The 
first practical expression of this truth was the anti- 
Nazi boycott, championed by Jews. They understood 
the imperative need of quaranteening the aggressor. 
They proclaimed the inevitable bond between Jewish 
suffering and ultimate world convulsion. But above 
all, the lot of the Jew was most eloquent testimony 
to this verity. 

Now that it has been established for all men to 
see, the Jew has the opportunity to make it a cardinal 
religious credo, an article of faith by which we and 
all humanity must live. Since our credos are vital- 
ized by the sinews and muscle of Mitzvos, it is for 
us to build a way of life which will be consonant 
with our credo. That way of life lies in a commit- 
ment to the modern application of prophecy and 
messianism—the attainment of world union. It is 
not enough that Jews adhere to this principle, but 
that it become as central to Judaism as pacifism is to 
the Quakers. We have proved in the bloody labor- 
atories of the world that society, whatever it has 
been in the past, is now an organism whose health 
depends on the well-being of its most obscure cell, 
and that the cell, if it is to survive, must be an integral 
part of the organism. Our “defenders” may justly 
point to the dangers of such an unequivocal position. 
We may even suffer because of it, they will warn. 
Have they not yet learned that Jewish suffering 
requires no cause, but only a pretext, and that if we 
are yet doomed to suffering, it might as well again 
be “Al Kiddush Ha Shem”—for the sanctification of 
the Name? 


THE ATLANTIC CHARTER AND INDIA 


by Taraknath Das 


HEN PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT and Prime 

Minister Churchill proclaimed on August 14, 
1941, the contents of the document which is gen- 
erally known as the Atlantic Charter, it was heralded 
as the covenant for the New World Order, based 
upon the principles of Justice and Freedom for peo- 
ples and equal opportunity for all nations in matters 
of securing raw materials, markets and commerce. 
It was regarded as the solemn assurance given by 
the President of the United States of America and 
the British Prime Minister to all the peoples on the 
face of the earth that they would be allowed to live 
their own lives and determine their own forms of 


government, unhampered by any undue pressure or 
coercion from the outside world. 

The people of India, suspicious of past broken 
promises of the British Government, began to ask 
the question: Will the provisions of the Atlantic 
Charter apply to India? Will it modify the British 
policy of so-called trusteeship of India which keeps 
it in subjection, denying the birth-right of freedom? 

Some of the Indian leaders thought that the fun- 
damental principles of the Atlantic Charter would 
apply to India. They were a little encouraged when 
Mr. Atlee, the leader of the British Labor Party, pro- 
claimed the advent of a revolutionary change of 
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attitude of white men towards “colored peoples” and 
assured: “You will not find in the declaration (the 
Atlantic Charter) which has been made on behalf 
of the Government of this country on the war any 
suggestion that freedom and social security for which 
we fight be denied to any of the races of the man- 
kind.” 

On September 9, 1941, when Churchill spoke 
before the House of Commons and gave his inter- 
pretation of the Atlantic Charter, a different light 
was shed on the real meaning of the document. He 
said: “At the Atlantic meeting . . . we had in mind 
primarily the extension of the sovereignty, self-gov- 
ernment and national life of states and nations of 
Europe now under Nazi yoke and the principles 
which would govern any alterations in territorial 
boundaries of countries which may have to be made.” 
He further added that the problem of restoration of 
freedom of European nations “was quite a separate 
problem from the progressive evolution of self-gov- 
erning institutions in regions whose peoples owe 
allegiance to the British crown, and the joint de- 
claration does not qualify in any way the various 
statements of policy which have been made from 
time to time about development of constitutional 
government in India, Burma and other parts of the 
British Empire.” 

Thus, Mr. Churchill, to all practical purposes, 
made it clear that the people of India and Burma 
must not expect Dominion status on a definite date, 
and that the future of Palestine will be settled by 
the findings of the Royal Commission. He made it 
unmistakable that within the British Empire. which 
covers nearly one-fourth of the surface of the globe 
and which has a population of more than five hun- 
dred million people, the people of India with a 
population of 385,000,000 and Burma with a 
population of nearly 15,000,000 and other peoples 
will not be beneficiaries of the Atlantic Charter; and 
the freedom of the British Commonwealth of Na- 
tions will remain restricted to some 70,000,000 
people of Great Britain, Canada, Australia, New 
Zealand and South Africa. Therefore in spite of 
the declaration of the Atlantic Charter, Racial Im- 
perialism remains one of the guiding principles be- 
hind British imperial policies! This is bound to 
have a serious repercussion on the construction of 
a New World Order. 


What has been the reaction in India in response 
to Mr. Churchill’s declaration quoted above? The 
indian public and press are unanimous in expressing 
their indignation and condemation of it. 


(a) The Rt. Hon. Srinivas Sastri, the grand old 
liberal statesman of India, who has been active in 
promoting Indo-British co-operation, has denounced 
Churchill’s statement and suggested that Mr. Chur- 
chill should be arraigned before the bar of world 
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opinion. He has expressed his serious apprehension 
that the triple combination of the Prime Minister 
Churchill, the Secretary of State Amery and the 
Viceroy Lord Linlithgow boded disaster to Indian 
hopes for freedom. 


(b) Dr. Rajendra Prasad, one of the former 
Presidents of the All India National Congress, made 
the following declaration: “Mr. Churchill’s statement 
makes it clear even to those who are determined not 
to see the truth that the British Government is fight- 
ing the present war for the preservation of the Em- 
pire and that whatever may or may not happen to the 
rest of the world, countries that have the misfortune 
to be ruled by Britain must be prepared to face and 
endure continuance for an indefinite period of their 
present position in which the determing factor is al- 
ways British rights and British interests, unless of 
course the British hands are forced by them or other- 
wise.” 

(c) The Amrita Bazar Patrika of Calcutta wrote 
in an editorial: “Mr. Churchill’s statement in the 
Commons is but an indirect recognition of Europe’s 
right to overlord Asia and Africa. Will such an at- 
titude contribute to lasting peace? Will it shower 
on the world blessings of justice, freedom and 
democracy ...?” 

In this connection it may not be amiss to take into 
account the reaction of British liberal opinion regard- 
ing Mr. Churchill’s interpretation of the Atlantic 
Charter. The News Chronicle wrote: “In India it 
(the statement of Mr. Churchill) is interpreted as 
a warning that the Atlantic Charter in its interpreta- 
tion to India is little more than a piece of rhetoric 
and what the British Government gladly conceded 
to Yugo-Slavia it will withhold from the jewel of 
the British Empire. Mr. Churchill has a bad politi- 
cal record on India. He was the leader of the Tory 
die-hards who did their best to destroy the India Bill, 
but he is big enough man to cut the past and deal with 
present realities. Surely now is the time to add gen- 
erously to justice in our approach to the problems of 
Indian self-government. Otherwise the Atlantic 
Charter will become for hundreds of millions a sym- 
bol of hypocrisy.” 


What are the realities of the situation regarding 
India and the present world conflict? Indian nation- 
alists were anti-Nazi long before the British Govern- 
ment decided to fight Nazi Germany; but Indian 
nationalists demanded that Great Britain should agree 
to India’s freedom. This was denied. Furthermore, 
the British Government, through the Viceroy of India, 
without consulting the Indian Legislative Assembly 
and Indian political leaders, declared war against 
Germany. These two acts led the All India National 
Congress to declare that it would not support the 
British Government in India. However some of the 
Indian nationalist leaders, belonging to the newly 
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organised party—the National Democratic Union— 
are whole-heartedly and unreservedly co-operating 
with the British Government. But the majority of 
Indian political leaders, including those belonging to 
the Moslem League of India, are not actively sup- 
porting the British Government. For this opposition 
tens of thousands of Indian nationalists have been 
imprisoned and sent to concentration camps. With 
Indian nationalist support, India’s war efforts could 
have been greatly augmented. 

Today India, in spite of the lack of full active co- 
operation of Messrs. Gandhi, Nehru and others, is 
providing for an army of nearly one million men and 
this army is growing. According to Mr. Churchill’s 
statement, “Indian divisions have played an important 
and distinguished part in the battles of Cyrenaica, in 
the Sudan, in Eritrea, Abyssinia, Syria and in Iran.” 
Mr. Churchill and General Wavell expect that in 
the near future “armies of India with their British 
comrades will be fighting on the long fronts from the 
Caspian to the Nile.” Lord Linlithgow, the Viceroy of 
India, on October 6th, in a speech before India’s De- 
fense Council declared: “India is the center of a great 
supply organization which serves the vital military 
needs of countries from Australia to South Africa.” 
In the Far East, India is aiding China, protecting the 
Burma Road, Singapore and Hongkong (which has 
been occupied by the Japanese at least temporarily. ) 
India’s support is one of the vital factors in the 
ultimate victory of the allies. India is making a 
very substantial contribution towards the preserva- 
tion of liberty in China, in Australia, in Africa and 
Europe, yet the British Government refuses to pay 
heed to India’s demands as announced by the All 
India National Congress and expressed by Mahatma 
Gandhi recently: 

“India asks from Great Britain the right to determine for 
herself her own future. We ask that the British Government 
make this possible by giving effect to the decisions of a duly 
elected Constituent Assembly. The decision of such an 
Indian Constituent Assembly may be for Complete Indepen- 
dence. It may even be for Dominion Status. Once India has 
decided, there may very well be an alliance with Britain. My 
own hope is that there will be. For it must not be thought 
that India is solely anti-British. She is not. She is anti- 
foreign rule, rather than anti-British . . .” 

In this connection it should be noted that all that 
Mr. Churchill, Mr. Amery, and Lord Linlithgow have 
promised to the Indian people through various state- 


ments, is that the British Government will agree to 


hold some kind of conference (more Round Table 
Conferences on India?) after the war to discuss the 
nature of the progress of realisation of responsible 
government in India. There is a very considerable 
difference between such official statements and a 
binding agreement for granting Dominion Status to 
India at a definite date. Therefore, even those Indian 
leaders who are pursuing the policy of Indo-British 
co-operation are not certain that Britain would really 
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grant Dominion Status to India after the war and 
therefore they are genuinely dissatisfied. 

It has been reported on the authority of Mr. Chur- 
chill, Mr. Amery, General Wavell, Lord Linlithgow 
and others that Indian soldiers, including Indian 
mechanized forces, have played a very important part 
in battles of Africa, Syria, Iraq and Iran. The valor 
of Indian soldiers in the defense of Hongkong has 
already been recognized even by the Japanese. It is 
also recognized that India has become “an arsenal 
of democracies, main source of supplies for forces in 
Africa, the Middle East and the Far East.” 

Sir Gerald Campbell, the Director of the British 
Information Service in the United States, has intimat- 
ed that Indian soldiers are now in the Caucasus, aid- 
ing the Russian army; while General Wavell, after 
his recent conference with General Chiang Kai Shek, 
has appointed the Chief of his Staff General Hutton 
to defend Burma and the Burma Road, primarily 
with the aid of Indian soldiers. It is well-known that 
Indian soldiers have borne the brunt of the defense 
of Malaya. 

If India is to extend full aid to the cause of world 
freedom, then she should be allowed to develop a 
defense force in proportion to her population of 
385,000,000, her area and vast resources and in- 
dustrial capacities which are larger than those of 
China; and she should be allowed to assume full 
responsibility for her own national defense. But the 
British Government is pursuing a policy which is 
opposed to this idea. In the past British policy re- 
garding India has been not to allow the Indian people 
the opportunity to assume the responsibilities for na- 
tional defense. This policy is based upon the fun- 
damental idea that if India could develop her own 
defense forces like Japan or Russia, then Britain’s 
argument that she is protecting India from foreign 
invasion would not exist and the Indian people would 
be able to enforce their demands for freedom through 
their own strength. 

The American public should know this fact that 
the Indian leaders are for all out Indian efforts for 
developing National Defense Power which will en- 
able India to bar aggressor nations from her fron- 
tiers. 

The other day the Purchasing Agent for the Gov- 
ernment of India in New York, spoke of the pos- 
sibility of India supplying an army of 4,000,000 men. 
With Indian co-operation this is quite possible. It 
is natural that British officials—Lord Halifax and 
others—and Indian officials representing the British 
Government will assure the American public and 
the government that India is whole-heartedly with 
Britain in the present struggle against the Axis Pow- 
ers. In spite of the fact that India has supplied near- 
ly 1,000,000 men in the Indian Army which is be- 
ing used outside of India for the defense of British 
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imperial interests, the British Government is not 
receiving whole-hearted co-operation from a very 
large section of the Indian people, who are not con- 
vinced that Britain will agree to grant Dominion 
Status for India. 


Truth of the matter is that all is not well in India. 
If it were, the British Government would not have 
arrested tens of thousands of Indians, including many 
prominent leaders of the All India National Congress, 
as violators of the Defense of India Act. In spite of 
the recent release of Jawaharlal Nehru, Maulana Ab- 
dul Kalam Azad and others, there is a growing dis- 
content with the British Government’s attitude 
towards India’s national aspirations. This is evident 
from the fact that, according to an item published in 
the New York Times of December 25, more than 300 
Hindu political leaders of Bengal have been arrested 
on the charge of violating the Defense of India Act. 


Release of prominent Indian political leaders from 
prison, the entry of the United States into the war, 
Russia’s successful defense, and Japan’s march towards 
Singapore and Burma, induced a section of the mem- 
bers of the Working Committee of the All India 
National Congress to advocate that the All India 
National Congress should give up its program of 
“Non-Violent Non-co-operation” against the British 
Government and pursue a policy of “responsive co- 
operation.” Mahatma Gandhi, who is opposed to 
all wars, has voluntarily resigned his leadership of 
the Congress so that it might negotiate satisfactorily 
with the British Government. 


On January 26, 1942, as a part of the grand strat- 
egy of the war, the 26 Nation Agreement was signed 
at Washington. This agreement was to supplement 
the Atlantic Charter of August 14, 1941. The sig- 
natories agreed to extend full military co-operation 
against the Axis Power and not to negotiate a separate 
armistice or peace but to strive for complete victory 
over their enemies; “to defend life, liberty, independ- 
ence and religious freedom and to preserve human 
rights and justice to their own lands as well as in 
other lands.” Sir Grija Sankar Baipai, the Agent 
General for the British Government of India, sta- 
tioned at Washington also signed this document. 


On January 4, 1942, a group of fifteen distingu- 
ished pro-British moderate and liberal Indian states- 
men, all of them holding British titles, cabled a 
plea to Mr. Churchill at Washington, appealing for 
bold statesmanship and a declaration that “India 
will no longer be treated as a dependency to be ruled 
from Whitehall and henceforth her constitutional 
position and powers will be identical with those of 
other units in the British Commonwealth.” This 
cable containing the minimum demands embodying 
Indian national aspirations was indirectly addressed 
to President Roosevelt for his intervention on behalf 
of Indian Freedom; but so far it seems that India’s 
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appeal has fallen on deaf ears of Anglo-American 


statesmen. 


The British people are asking the Churchill Gov- 
ernment “why we do not have large and effective 
armed forces at Singapore and other important points 
in the Far East.” The real answer is that the British 
policy of racial imperialism towards India and Burma 
has been such that it has not inspired any confidence 
in the majority of 400,000,000 people, leading to 
their whole-hearted co-operation. The difficulties of 
Britain in Malaya are not only due to lack of co-opera- 
tion from India and Burma, but due also to “amazing 
fifth column work of the Japanese among the Malaya 
people,” who are exploited by British economic im- 
perialists and thus have become willing victims of 
Japanese propaganda. In this connection one may 
very well ponder over the real reason for the suc- 
cess of the American authorities in securing the whole- 
hearted co-operation of the Filipino people, while 
the British failed to enlist the Malayans to defend 
their homeland. The Daily Express (London) com- 
menting on the great tragedy at Malaya wrote, “We 
could have a native defense force in Malaya of even 
better quality than that which General MacArthur 
raised in the Philippines. But a pack of whisky- 
swilling planters and military birds of passage have 
forgotten this side of the Malayan population. They 
have handed it over to the Japanese together with 
the radio station and stores of Penang.” 


On January 19th it was reported that the Burmese 
Premier, Mr. U. Saw, who a few weeks ago in Lon- 
don pleaded with Mr. Churchill for Dominion Status 
for Burma, has been arrested on the charge that he 
was in contact with the Japanese and “plotting to 
hand over Burma to Japan.” Until less than fifteen 
years ago Burma was a province of India and Indian 
nationalists agreed to the separation of Burma on 
the ground that the Burmese people have the right to 
establish their own government. The British Gov- 
ernment, refusing to promise Dominion status to 
India, on a definite date, cannot grant Dominion 
status to Burma. Thus it should be clear to all that 
the British policy towards India is indirectly res- 
ponsible for the present unrest in Burma which may 
be disastrous even to China; because the Japanese 
with the co-operation of the Burmese revolutionists 
may cut off Burma Road, the life-line of China. 


Disaffection against British rule in Malaya and 
Burma, due to economic, political and racial imperial- 
isms of the British empire, may spread in India, creat- 
ing a very critical situation for the defense of the Far 
East, the Near East, Africa, and affecting the whole 
outcome of the war adversely to the Anglo-American 
Powers. If it does, the whole responsibility would lie 
on the shoulders of Mr. Churchill. It must be evident 
by this time to the Government and the people of the 
United States that whole-hearted co-operation of 
400,000,000 people of India and Burma is no less 
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important than the co-operation of China or Russia, 
towards the defeat of the Axis Powers, and immediate 
steps should be taken to win Indian co-operation. 


_ Tt is not the leaders of the All India National Con- 

gress party alone, but the leaders of the Moslem 
league, the National Liberals, the Democratic Party 
—the leaders of Hindu, Moslem, Sikh, Christian and 
other communities—who are demanding that Britain 
should make a definite pledge mow regarding India’s 
assuming the status of a free and equal partner with- 
in the British Commonwealth of Nations. It should 
be well understood that promotion of Anglo-Amer- 
ican-Indian co-operation is a very vital factor in the 
grand strategy for victory and establishment of a 
New World Order based upon Justice and Freedom. 


With the visit of Mr. Churchill, Anglo-American 
understanding has been completed; and therefore 
Anglo-American statesmen should without delay at- 
tend to the just grievances of the Indian people. The 
Indian people are justified in asking for their Free- 
dom, while tens of thousands of lives and vast 
amounts of wealth of India are being sacrificed for the 
cause of world freedom. Governments of democratic 
countries in the past have proven to be guilty of being 
“Too Late” in attending to urgent and vital problems 
of national security. Let us hope that they will not be 
“Too Late” in attending to the urgent question of 
India, which cannot be any longer treated as Great 
Britain’s private affair. 

It should not be forgotten that Indian nationalists 
took an anti-Nazi and anti-Fascist stand long before 
the British Government made up its mind to fight 
Nazi Germany. All political parties of India have sup- 
ported and are supporting now the cause of Chinese 
Freedom, the cause of Abyssinia, the cause of 
democratic Spain, the Free French, Free Czecho-Slov- 
akia, Free Poland, Free Norway and other nations 
under the control of Nazi Germany. India has finan- 
cially helped various European Governments-in-exile. 
A free India will stand for world freedom; and for 
this reason she will support the cause of Freedom 
for the Jewish people who have been so brutally 
persecuted not only by the Nazis but by others. 
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Just as India, trying to achieve her freedom, should 
have an adequate armed force for national defense 
under national control, it is also imperative that Jews 
struggling for their freedom should develop a nation- 
al force for the defense of their national home in 
Palestine. A national defense force is one of the 
principal requisites of national sovereignty. 

Those Jewish leaders who are trying to form a 
Jewish Army to participate actively in their struggle 
for freedom, should fully realise that as long as 
Britain refuses the people of India the right to free- 
dom, she will not allow the Jews the right to establish 
a Jewish State in Palestine. At the present time, the 
British Government's excuse for not allowing the 
Jews to raise a Jewish Army, is that it would antagon- 
ize the Moslem World; and India has 75,000,000 or 
more Moslems! According to Prof. Harold Laski 
and others, one of the reasons for British desire to 
appease the Moslems is that the British authorities 
have been pursuing a definite policy of using a sec- 
tion of Indian Moslems to check the cause of Indian 
Freedom and national unity. 

If the present war is being fought for freedom of 
the oppressed peoples, then the Jews and Indians and 
other oppressed peoples should have the right to 
fight for their own freedom. It seems clear to me 
that the present position of the British Government 
is that the people of India and the Jews of the world 
should fight for the destruction of the political power 
of the Nazis and their allies and for preservation of the 
British Empire, but not for the freedom of the people 
of India and the persecuted Jews of the world. It is 
to be hoped that the United States Government has 
not agreed to support British Imperialism without 
reservation. 

President Roosevelt, as a co-signatory of the Atlan- 
tic Charter, has assumed a real moral responsibility for 
enforcing a policy which will ensure freedom for all 
peoples, irrespective of their race, colour and creed. 
The people of India and the Jews of the world re- 
quest Mr. Roosevelt to take necessary steps to induce 
the British Government to offer a definite guaranty 
now to the effect that they will enjoy the blessings of 
freedom as promised by the Atlantic Charter. 


PINCHAS RUTENBERG, 1879-1942 


by Shulamith Schwartz 


ma * THE Palestine Exposition in Cairo a few 
months ago the Officer Commanding the Brit- 
ish forces in the Middle East remarked that through- 
out the Near East there was only one country which 
could give active assistance in supplying the Army’s 
industrial needs, and that country was Palestine. 
Jewish Palestine, he might have said to be more 
exact—Jewish Palestine which owes its industrial 


capacity and potentialities largely to the vision and 
the energy of one man. Pinchas Rutenberg had just 
turned to Zionism after a stormy career as a Rus- 
sian revolutionary, when he wrote in 1915: “As an 
engineer I have not the least doubt that the sands 
and deserts of Palestine can and will be turned 
into fertile farm land; that its waterways are a po- 
tential source of tremendous industrial energy. Be- 
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cause of this and because of its geographical situa- 
tion Palestine is destined to become a center of world 
trade and industry and will be able to support a 
population of many millions.” It became Ruten- 
berg’s life work to utilize Palestine’s waterways, de- 
riving from them by dint of great engineering skill, 
cheap electrical power without which modern in- 
dustries could not have developed in the country. 
Turning the Jordan back in its course, diverting the 
Yarmuk from its bed, he planted the great power 
house at Naharaim—symbol of Western civilization 
at its scientific, functionally beautiful best—in wastes 
of Transjordan. Even to the most prosaic observer 
the powerful, gleaming building in the wilderness 
cannot but seem the herald of the new forces with 
which Jews are changing the face of Palestine and 
the entire Near East. And Rutenberg, Chaim Weiz- 
mann once said, did more actually to build modern 
Palestine than any other man except the initiator 
of modern settlement, Baron Edmund de Rothschild. 
It took great vision to plan for the industrialization 
of the poor, waste, underpopulated Palestine of 1915 
and 1919. It took, besides, the comprehensive ex- 
perience in hydro-engineering which Rutenberg had 
had during his years in Italy, the country to which 
he fled like so many other leaders of the aborted Rus- 
sian revolutionary movement of 1905. But much 
more than vision and engineering expertness were 
required before Rutenberg could secure from the 
British Government the concession for the exclusive 
sale of electricity for the whole of Palestine except 
Jerusalem and for the exclusive utilization of the 
Jordan for the generation of electrical power. There 
were all sorts of obstacles to be overcome: the clamor 
of Arab extremists; the opposition of pious English- 
men horrified because the Rutenberg project would 
involve lowering the level of the Sea of Galilee upon 
which Christ had walked; the determined attempts 
by Conservatives in the British press and Parliament, 
to prevent a possibly profitable concession from fall- 
ing into non-British hands. More than once ques- 
tions were asked as frank in their tone as this: “Have 
our soldiers shed their blood so that a Russian Jew 
—and a Bolshevik, to boot—may profit?” There was 
in fact a great parliamentary debate on the conces- 
sion in 1922. Balfour defended Rutenberg in the 
House of Lords and Churchill in Commons. Chur- 
chill’s remarks were obviously influenced by the con- 
versations he had had with Rutenberg the year be- 
fore when Rutenberg had helped to guide him 
through Palestine. He pointed out that the absorptive 
capacity of Palestine would be greatly increased if 
Jewish capital were allowed to build a great power 
plant on the Jordan, and he defended Rutenberg and 
his investors as persons disinterested in profit and 
concerned only with the revival of the Land. 


Rutenberg had finally secured the concession in 
the autumn of 1921, but in order to be permitted 
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to retain it he had to be able to prove at the end of 
two years that £ 1,000,000 worth of stock had been 
subscribed for, of which £200,000 were to be paid 
for in cash. And in those years the economic and 
political future of Palestine seemed far from bright. 
Industrialists insisted that there was no economic 
justification for electrifying Palestine; Zionists were 
not quick to respond. The engineer had to become 
fund collector and financial director, journeying to 
England, to America, to Austria, to Egypt in search 
of capital. The World Zionist Organization was the 
first to invest, and two individuals aided Rutenberg 
so greatly both financially and morally that he was 
able to carry on successfully. Those two were Lord 
Melchett and Baron Edmund de Rotschild, the lat- 
ter of whom in 1919 had given Rutenberg tens of 
thousands of pounds to use as the deposit for the 
concession. Felix Warburg and the Palestine Econ- 
omic Corporation were later to help, and only the 
last quarter of the initial £ 1,000,000 of stock was 
taken by non-Jewish capital in England. In later 
years the “City” was eager to lend Rutenberg mil- 
lions of pounds. 

Rutenberg began to supply electricity to Tel-- 
Aviv and Jaffa in 1923 through a power station in 
which the electricity was generated by Diesel en- 
gines. Work on the great hydro-electric Jordan de- 
velopment began in 1927 and took almost four 
years. More than the concession and the capital had 
to be prepared by Rutenberg before the harnessing 
of the rivers could be attempted. He was determined 
that this most fundamental of Zionist economic pro- 
jects should be carried out by Jewish labor, and Jew- 
ish labor—in any considerable numbers—was just 
beginning to come into the country in the Third 
Aliyah of the early twenties. Rutenberg took it 
upon himself to train workers; he became the con- 
tractor for the Tiberias-Zemach road then being built 
by the Palestine Government. Living cooperatively 
and working efficiently, Jews proved as cheap as 
“native” labor. Rutenberg’s road contract was fol- 
lowed by many others for Jewish workers, and the 
roads served as the school of the Third Aliyah, the 
school in which a new type of Jewish laborer was 
created. Six hundred of them later worked at Naha- 
raim for the hearty, simple, yet exacting engineer 
they affectionately called the “Old Man.” Ruten- 
berg’s employees could never think of him as a 
capitalist employer; he was too kind, too deeply 
rooted in a revolutionary past. He spent thousands of 
pounds to clear the neighborhood of Naharaim of 
malaria; he built very appropriately constructed 
homes for his workers; he demanded an almost 
military discipline of them but he was careful to 
buy a piano so that the musical among them might 
be able to play Beethoven and Chopin after work. 
They performed a great number of intricate and dif- 
ficult tasks very effectively, and he was proud of 
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them and of all the Electric Corporation’s workers 
thereafter—they were the first Jews to have mas- 
tered those crafts. He even boasted delightedly of 
the fact that his employees at Naharaim grumbled 
because he would not reveal the complete plan of 
the project to them. 

For all Rutenberg’s closeness to labor in Pal- 
estine, he was unable to bring the Histadrut to ac- 
cept the plans for unity in the yishuv which he 
evolved while he was president of the Vaad Leumi 
after the outbreak of the present war. His plan to 
set up a supreme governing committee of individuals 
chosen on their purely personal merits seemed to 
Labor both undemocratic anl typical of Rutenberg’s 
general failure to understand political—as distinct 


from practical—situations. But his constant em- 


phasis on unity, even to the point of ignoring very 
real and inevitable group pressure, may well have 
sprung from one of the most fundamental of his at- 
titudes—the romantic ardor of his attachment to 
the Jewish people as a historic entity in which the 
individual must lose himself. He had discovered the 
Jewish people late after belonging throughout his 
youth to the radical, cosmopolitan-minded Russian 
Jewish intelligentsia. He was, as Moshe Smilansky 
once touchingly described him, “a Jew returned from 
captivity among the nations,” a dreamer hidden be- 
neath the exterior of the industrialist and engineer. 
He had returned so wholly, so whole-heartedly, that 
he helped the late Chief Rabbi Cook support Pales- 
tinian yeshivas just as eagerly as he fostered the 
growth of one young industry after another in Pal- 
estine, took a leading role in founding the Tel-Aviv 
port and the Palestine Airways Company, and con- 
scientiously equipped the Electric Corporation with 
Palestinian-made products even if they were more 
expensive and less finished than imports. He who 
had known hardly a word of Hebrew in 1919 and 
1920 had a large tablet hung on the wall of the 
Naharaim power house while it was being built; the 
tablet contained a long, carefully vocalized list of the 
Hebrew names of all the instruments and parts and 
processes involved in a hydro-electric project! 

It was the earnest attempt to unify the Jewish 
people that had brought him to America in 1915. 
Having reached the Zionist conclusion independent- 
ly, he felt that the opportunity for world reconstruc- 
tion offered by the war situation must be seized by a 
united Jewish people. American Jewry alone was 

free to act, and it must do three things: agree on a 
Jewish state in Palestine and equal rights everywhere 
else as its peace aim; help create a Jewish Legion 
which would make clear to the world the specific 
Jewish contribution to the waging of the war (Ruten- 
berg anticipated Jabotinsky in conceiving the idea 
of the Legion); and, thirdly, set up a unified national 
representation—a kind of provisional Jewish gov- 
ernment—in the shape of a democratically elected 
Jewish Congress. The American Jewish Congress 
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was to a large extent the outgrowth of Rutenberg’s 
campaign, the mouthpiece of which was his Yiddish 
weekly, “Der Yiddisher Congress.” 

The four American years were an interlude, though 
a fruitful one which brought Rutenberg for the first 
time in contact with the Jewish masses. There was 
another interlude of a year during which Rutenberg 
returned to Russia to act as assistant commander-in- 
chief for civil affairs in Petrograd under the Keren- 
sky regime. But Rutenberg was to emerge in his 
full stature only in the Palestinian years after 1919. 
One cannot fully understand the national pride, the 
strength, the pioneering energy and idealism of the 
man in those years unless one reads the autobio- 
graphical confession he has left us in the form of 
his little brochure on “The National Revival of the 
Jewish People.” It was written in Italy in 1915 on 
the eve of his departure for America and it was in- 
tended to explain to American Jews how it was that 
Rutenberg, whom so many of them remembered as 
the terrorist Socialist, the friend and then execu- 
tioner of Father Gapon, was coming to them on a 
purely Jewish, Zionist mission. 

“I repent my past,” Rutenberg wrote, “I repent 
my having for so long forgotten the suffering mas- 
ses of my own people. But my people will forgive 
me.” And the name he signed to the brochure was 
symbolic—“Pinchas Ben-Ami.” He explained how, 
absorbed in his professional work in Italy, he returned 
to normal life, had time to complete a one-sided 
education and even to indulge in a certain amount of 
introspection and self-criticism. “Then I began to 
wonder why I, an intelligent man, always preferred 
not to be known as a Jew, and why everywhere— 
even in liberal Italy where there were so few Jews 
—there is anti-Semitism. I began to study this mat- 
ter of Jewishness and saw there was nothing in our 
history to shame us, indeed much to make us very 
proud. Assimilation among the nations has been 
proved to be impossible—my Italian experience con- 
vinces me of that. But even if it were possible, it 
would be undesirable. For the good of all humanity, 
our culture and our way of life should be preserved 
in our national center in Palestine. Anti-Semitism 
will never disappear, equal rights will never be secure 
until we have our own state in Palestine where the 
Jewish settlement has already shown itself to contain 
the seeds of a genuine Jewish culture. And as for 
the assimilationists, the comfortable and the wealthy, 
they must help us, for they must understand that it 
is to their selfish interest to do so. When the mass 
of the people will be redeemed, then and only then 
will they be redeemed from the special, insulting, 
tolerant attitude to which they as Jews are exposed. 

“These are crucial days, but I believe there is 
great hidden strength in our people. Our sufferings 
are beyond endurance and they will force us to use 
this historic hour for our national survival. If not 
now—then never!” 
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INVERTED MARRANISM 


MONG the young Jewish inno- 
cents, there is consternation and 
confusion. For there has arisen since 
1933 among the select young Univers- 
ity-trained group in American Jewry, 
a special phase of Jewish self-hatred. 
This phase we may designate as “a 
‘Jewish’, Jewish problem” for there ex- 
ists to-day a specialized group of Jew- 
ish anti-Semites never yet encountered 
in the long history of Judaism. I find 
this group to be part of the youngest 
generation of American-born Jews, that 
generation which has come to maturity 
- since the rise to power of Adolf Hitler. 
The present writer is of their age 
group. I have spent seven of the nine 
-years since January 30th, 1933, in the 
Universities of Canada and the United 
States, as a fellow-student of the group. 
I believe that they constitute a Jewish 
problem in that they are the most in- 
trospective generation in the history of 
Tudaism, a generation which by and 
large tolerates its Judaism as a man 
would tolerate a vivid birth-mark on 
the back of his hand. They are, as Dr. 
Salo W. Baron, professor of Jewish 
history, literature and institutions at 
Columbia University, expresses it, the 
“inverted Marranos” of our time. The 
Marranos were forced to express Chris- 
tianity outwardly but remained Jews 
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withal; this group remains outwardly 
Jews, but as Kurt Lewin puts it, they 
have a “negative balance” towards their 
original group and would prefer to flee 
it, were they permitted to do so. 


This is the generation which first 
became conscious of its “Jewishness”, 
of its “non-conformity” we may say, 
with the rise to power of Adolf Hitler 
and his Jew-hating storm troopers and 
state police. These young people, and 
my friends, hastened to read what the 
ogrish tyrant said and wrote about 
them and they wondered about them- 
selves. Introverts they became, literally 
they turned within, to seek out and 
root out, those areas of non-conformity. 
Only in this way, they reasoned, could 
they disprove those charges against 
them: only in this way, they reasoned, 
could they convince the world of their 
innocence, of their lack of guilt. This, 
to my regret, they have succeeded in 
doing, at least in part, for few thinking 
people would doubt that they have 
shown their innocence. 

Collectively thev are convinced that 
they have been guilty of some crime for 
which they must apologize. And their 
reaction to this feeling has been two- 
fold. In the first place, they must at- 
tempt to disprove the charges against 
them, and this internal judgment has 


resulted in an orgy of soul-searching 
and self-abasement bordering upon the 
most regrettable forms of psychological 
introversion and neuroticism. Second- 
ly, they have in general become Jewish 
self-haters, at times belligerent haters 
of their own group. The psychological 
reasons for and explanation of this 
form of Jewish self-hatred have been 
well expressed in recent articles by 
Kurt Lewin. It is the purpose of the 
present article to demonstrate the mani- 
festations of this specialized phase of 
the problem which the writer has en- 
countered; to designate and charac- 
terize this specific problem, and to ex- 
press some general conclusions. 
Il. 

Everywhere I have seen them and 
lived with them in the United States 
and Canada during the past seven years, 
particularly on university campuses, but 
among young business acquaintances 
too. It must be emphasized that we are 
not discussing the “ostrich” group 
among the Jewish minority. These are 
not young men and women hiding 
their heads in the sands of quiescence 
lest they attract the disfavour of the 
majority group. They are rather, the 
outspoken “disprovers,” the writers, the 
intellectuals and statisticians, the stud- 
ents, those who have had the oppor- 
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tunity of absorbing the best in contem- 
porary American higher education. In 
addition to their academic fields of in- 
terest they have one favorite occupa- 
tion—a mighty effort to prove that the 
Jews are none of those things that they 
are so “monstrously” charged with 
being. 

The list of propositions and their 
answers is almost endless, but some of 
my personal favorites are the follow- 
ing. The Jews are charged with having 
stabbed Germany in the back in 1918. 
My generation must prove that they did 
not. We must show that they bled for 
the Kaiser. The Jews are charged with 
having instigated and perpetrated the 
Bolshevik Revolution to the everlasting 
ignominy of democracy and capitalism. 
My generation must prove that they did 
not. We must show that they bled for 
the Czar. The Jews are capitalists. 
My generation must prove that they 
are not. We must show that they bleed 
for the common man. The Jews are 
communists. My generation must prove 
that they are not. We must show that 
they bleed for Wall Street. The Jews 
control the trade, finance, press and in- 
dustry of the nation. We must prove 
that they do not. The Jews are non- 
Aryans. My generation must show that 
they are Aryan-speaking people and 
hence Aryans. The Jews are Orientals. 
We must prove that they are Occiden- 
tals. Whatever the Jews are, 
we must expend our valuable energies 
in showing that they are not. The truth 
of the matter is, of course, that the 
Jews, like every other racial and relig- 
ious group, are subject in some measure 
to all those charges. Nor is this surpris- 
ing among a group of some sixteen 
million people. 

If the confusion, the distrust, the fear 
and anxiety engendered by such intro- 
spective self-denial were not enough to 
produce a generation of Jewish psycho- 
pathic cases, there is another phase to 
this dramatic farce. It must be proved 
that there is no Jewish race. Accord- 
ingly certain elements in the group 
must regard other elements with con- 
sternation and shame. It becomes a 
mark of the greatest flattery for the 
swain to whisper in his girl’s ear, that 
she is not “Jewish-looking.” My gen- 
eration must prove the existence of 
blondes and red-heads, the existence of 
blue-eyed people with large hands and 
feet, the Jewish Nordics as it were. 

Lewin has pointed out that the self- 
haters in the minority group are impel- 
led by two dominant forces, those of 
inferiority and fear. These forces have 
led to a two-sided burst of activity on 
the part of my generation. On the one 
hand, there is this tremendous waste of 
energy involved in disproving proposi- 
tions and charges, and erecting counter- 


propositions in their place. On the 


other hand, there is this more active 
self-hatred expressed in the denial of 
the existence of a Jewish race. This 
more active phase encompasses other 
forms too. It involves continual think- 
ing just as the non-Jewish majority is 
felt to think about the average member 
of the Jewish group, in terms of the 
disapproval of the so-called “typical” 
Jew. It involves voluble disgust in 
relation to specific characteristics and 
attitudes and strong action to restrain 
any visible display of Jewish culture 
such as will attract the attention of 
Gentiles. 

In a word then, my generation be- 
lieves that its membership in a specific 
minority group throws obstacles in the 
path of its fulfillment of its objectives, 
its dreams, social and economic. The 
result has been, as Lewin expected, 
the expenditure of tremendous energy 
in self-hatred of the Jewish group. In 
addition, there has been, I believe, what 
Lewin might not have expected, a 
great effort to disprove the charges 
emanating from the majority. But as 
he would have expected, this effort does 
not purpose to clear the Jews alone, 
but to break down differentiations set 
up by the seemingly more-privileged 
majority. 


Ill. 


These are some of the characteristics 
of the “inverted Marranos” of 1941. 
They have been more properly des- 
cribed by Prof. Baron in these words: 
“Some are Jews against their will. For 
the first time in the history of the Jew- 
ish people we witness the rise of a sub- 
stantial group of persons whom I have 
ventured to describe as ‘inverted Mar- 
ranos.’ The Marranos professed Juda- 
ism in their hearts, even though out- 
wardly they were forced to profess 
Christianity. Today we have thousands, 
maybe hundreds of thousands, of Jews 
who outwardly profess Judaism but in- 
wardly would like to escape from it. 
The mental and characterological dis- 
equilibrium generated by this inner 
conflict converts the people so affected 
into cultural and religious nihilists. . . . 
All organized Jewish bodies must very 
carefully consider the serious implica- 
tions of ‘inverted Marranism.’.. .” 

This then, is the “Jewish” Jewish 
problem. It is no longer a problem in 
the education of the majority group in 
the state to the tolerant acceptance of 
the minority group and the avoidance 
of unreasoned prejudice. It is a prob- 
lem in the education of a large segment 
of the finest young people in the Jew- 
ish minority group to its own status 
and defense. That defense is not a 
series of disproved propositions for it 
seems patent that these people are 
guilty of no crime. Such a program of 
education implies the combating of the 
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feeling of inferiority and introspective 
fear on the part of this generation, 
through a realization of the positive 
role that it can play in further- 
ing the preservation of democratic 
rights and privileges in a non-totali- 
tarian state. 

It is the opinion of many outstand- 
ing thinkers, both Jews and non-Jews, 
that the so-called problem of anti-Sem- 
itism is not a problem for the Jews. 
The present writer concurs in the belief 
that the so-called Jewish problem of 
anti-Semitism is bound up with the 
problems of human welfare in the 
world at large; and its ultimate solution 
is bound up with the solutions of basic 
human problems. On the other hand I 
feel that the specific phase of Jewish 
self-hatred which we are discussing in 
this article, is a Jewish problem, a 
problem of and for the Jews. The solu- 
tion to a significant degree lies within 
the scope of Jewish action. And this 
action can be expressed in a simple 
phrase, “positive Jewish education.” 

Both Dr. Lewin and Dr. Baron are 
in agreement with the argument just 
expressed. The former has written in 
the articles previously noted, “To coun- 
teract fear and make the individual 
strong to face whatever the future 
holds, there is nothing so important as 
a clear and fully accepted belonging to 
a group whose fate has a positive 
meaning . . . To build up such feeling 
of group belongingness on the basis of 
active responsibility for the fellow Jew 
should be one of the outstanding poli- 
cies in Jewish education.” Dr. Baron 
has phrased the same proposition in 
the following sentence, “Judaism must 
again become a voluntary profession, 
one for which a man is ready to sacri- 
fice a great deal, even his life, if neces- 
sary, as it was during all these centuries 
and millenia of Jewish life in the dis- 
persion.” 

Yet from Adolf Hitler and Streicher, 
through Lindbergh and Nye, the Tew 
has groped and grasped for the last 
straw of hope with no positive ap- 
proach towards his group. In part this 
is the fault of his group. for it asks 
little of him and he gives little to it in 
return. His notion of progress be- 
speaks a vision of a non-Jew shaking 
his hand and with saccharine smile and 
voice, proclaiming. “You're not at all 
like other Tews.” The fact that the non- 
Jew has probably never met more than 
a half-dozen Jews in his life-time, is of 
no consequence. My generation con- 
ceives the Jewish problem as one of 
differences, differences that must be eli- 
minated, differences that have been 
driven into their collective minds, exo- 
genously, from the outside as it were, 
in short, from the majority. 
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At no time in history has this con- 
ception of the Jewish problem been 
more false. This is nevertheless the 
“Jewish” Jewish problem, a problem in 
the education of a segment of Jewry by 
Jews, towards its own destiny. The 
Jewish problem is not anti-Semitism. 


Anti-Semitism is a problem of and for 
mankind in general and its solution is a 
task for mankind. I refer to a real 
Jewish problem, of and for Jews, in 
short, a dichotomous proposition, em- 
bracing first, preservation, and second, 
adaptation and service. My Jewish 
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problem is the problem of the minority 
group preserving its culture within the 
framework of an alien structure erected 
by the majority groups. And it is surely 
the problem of the adaptation of the 
minority group in the midst of the 
majority, towards the service and bet- 
terment of the whole. 


League for Labor Palestine 
TAA AN 





A Letter to the Times 


Our Public Relations Committee was 
on the job on January 22 when the 
New York Times published an editor- 
ial on “A Zionist Army?”, which took 
occasion to attack not only the proposal 
for an army but practically every phase 
of Jewish achievement and aspiration 
in Palestine. A reprint of the editorial, 
a searching analysis of its contents and 
the arguments to reject its prejudiced 
and illogical contentions, was sent out 
on the same day to every member in 
the Metropolitan Area. In response to 
this prompt action, hundreds of letters 
were written to the New York Times. 
This action was taken in cooperation 
with other branches of the Labor Zion- 
ist movement. It is important that 
chapters in other cities be equally alert 
and organize Public Relations com- 
mittees to be ready to handle similar 
matters with information, wisdom, and 
speed 


National Administrative 
Committee 


There will be a Convention this 
year. A committee has been appointed 
to work out details of place, date, and 
program. We should have twice the 
attendance we had last year. So pre- 
pare yourself to come to whatever Mec- 
ca you are bidden to. 


Greater New York 


“Is Mass Colonization of Jews Out- 
side of Palestine Practicable?” was the 
subject of the first symposium in the 
Modern Jewish Forum series sponsored 
jointly by the League Metropolitan 
Council and the Metropolitan Branch 
Poale Zion Organization. This very 
successful forum was the first of a 
series of five discussions in the Town 
Meeting manner. A copy of the circu- 
lar announcing this forum series is 
being sent to each chapter as a sugges- 
tion for use in similar programs in 
other cities. Each of the subjects is a 
problem of major interest and it should 
be possible to get capable people locally 


in many communities to participate. . 


The February topic of the New York 
series is “How Does American Jewish 


Philanthropy Serve the Interests of 
American Jews?” Almost every com- 
munity has a welfare fund or chest and 
our members should be interested in 
finding out what they get for the 
$40,000,000 spent annually in the 
United States as Americans and Jews. 
A good forum on this subject should 
bring out a great deal of interesting, 
challenging, and surprising informa- 
tion. 

The Histadrut delegate to the youth 
of Habonim and Hechalutz, Shalom 
Wurm, speaks with the authority of 
personal experience when he discusses 
“Twenty Years of Colonization in the 
Emek.” He addressed the A. D. Gord- 
on Chapter in Hebrew at their January 
meeting. Chaver Wurm is also ready to 
speak to League chapters in and around 
New York in English. 

The “Manhattan Chapter” met with 
Helen Samuels, Chairman of Chapter 
Activities for the Administrative Com- 
mittee, for a discussion on planning 
and program in the present crisis. 

Social Workers Chapter has arranged 
a series of four public forums of par- 
ticular interest to social workers. At 
the January meeting Louis Kraft, Ex- 
ecutive Director of the Jewish Welfare 
Board and member of the U.S.O., spoke 
on “American Jewish Social Work and 
the War.” The chapters will also re- 
ceive announcements of this forum 
series which may help to plan local 
meetings of a similar nature with avail- 
able talent. 

On January 18th, New York City 
opened its Geverkshaften Campaign by 
a “double-header” event which includ- 
ed a Rally for Geverkshaften and a 
Reception to our President, Dr. Her- 
man Seidel. 


Professor Hayim Fineman of Temple 
University, Philadelphia, spoke on 
“The Histadrut in Wartime.” Isaac 
Hamlin, National Secretary of the Gev- 
erkshaften, made an appeal for the 
Campaign and urged the New York 
chapters to raise their $6,000 quota. 

Dr. Seidel, speaking on the status 
and the program of the organization 
called for a special effort to increase 
the membership as part of the “Jewish 
army of Histadrut workers in America.” 





DETROIT has already sent in half of 
its quota for the EDUCATION AND 
PUBLICATION FUND. Two chapters 
jointly sponsored a “Frontier Anniver- 
sary Dance” and netted $200 already 
received by the national office. 


Los ANGELES: Ralph Wechsler, Na- 
tional Treasurer of the League, will be 
on the West Coast during the early part 
of February. He will meet with the 
League City Council on February 8... 
The OFBOI Chapter has set an all-time 
record for dues collection by remitting 
in one check, dues for all except three 
of its 52 members. 


LOUISVILLE: “Forty young people 
were fortunate enough to hear Moshe 
Levine” (Palestine delegate to the Hab- 
onim), writes chapter Secretary, Libbie 
Bass, “and I wish { could have brought 
every young Jewish boy and girl in 
town to hear him, to be awakened to 
the vital place that Palestine takes in 
the war-torn world today and to the 
significance of Eretz Israel as a home- 
land in the peace to come.” 


OtTAWA: In spite of the war, plans 
for expansion and organization of new 
chapters in Toronto and Montreal were 
worked out by Dr. M. H. Arnoni, 
Chairman of the Ottawa Chapter, to- 
gether with Rabbi Maurice N. Eisen- 
drath of Toronto, on Rabbi Eisend- 
drath’s recent visit to Ottawa. 


NEWARK: “The Histadrut in War- 
time” is a popular topic. The “Polev- 
ski” Chapter heard Dr. Ben Halpern 
discuss this subject. We are fortunate 
to have Dr. Halpern in our speakers’ 
bureau, not only because of Dr. Hal- 
pern’s zeal for Labor Palestine, nor be- 
cause of his knowledge of Labor Pales- 
tine from first-hand experience but 
also because of his offer to “accept 
invitations to speak whenever and 
wherever possible” and on any topic 
requested in connection with Palestine 
(political, social, economic ). 


PHILADELPHIA: Due to the war is 
the resignation of Mr. Itzhak Sankow- 
sky as Chairman of the Philadelphia 
Chapter because of the demands of his 
defense job. Miss Mollie Levitzky has 
assumed the Chairmanship. Mr. San- 
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kowsky’s last report was cheerful: “I’m 
very glad to be able to tell you that 
our meetings are very successful. At- 
tendance is good and the program is 
very good. I think that from the mem- 
bership point of view we are also doing 
well.” 

SPRINGFIELD: “Our annual New 





Histadrut Drive at Peak 

January marked the high spot of the 
Histadrut Drive throughout the coun- 
try, with numerous communities swing- 
ing into their stride, and several suc- 
cessfully completing the campaign with 
results considerably above last year's. 
Despite questions raised by America’s 
entry into the war, the work for Labor 
Palestine, democracy’s foremost ally in 
the Middle East, has forged ahead. 

Boston, the hub of the New Eng- 
land territory, is well-organized and en- 
joyed a series of public rallies addressed 
by Israel Mereminski, Irma Lindheim, 
Isaac Hamlin and others. The New 
England conference held last month 
adopted a goal of $100,000 for the 
Histadrut. David Ben Gurion will 
speak at the Boston Campaign wind-up 
on March 8. The Connecticut State 
Conference, to be held in Bridgeport on 
February 8th, will mark the beginning 
of the drive in a score of communities 
in that state. 
New York Holds 
Three Major Rallies 

January 18th was a busy day for 
Labor Palestine groups at the Hotel 
Commodore in New York. The Jewish 
National Workers’ Alliance branches 
held a city-wide Histadrut conference, 
addressed by Louis Segal, David Pinski 
and H. Leivik. First reports on the 
$65,000 quota were turned in. The 
United Organizations (Landsmanshaf- 
ten) heard Judge Samuel S. Leibowitz 
call the 600 affiliated societies to re- 
double their efforts for the Histadrut. 
Trade Union Music Festival 

The Trade Union Division conduct- 
ed its sixth annual Music Festival at 
Carnegie Hall on January 24th, which 
yielded $10,000 for the Histadrut. The 
four-star program of Sidor Belarsky, 
Mishel Piastro, Isidor Achron and An- 
‘na Kaskas was presented to a full 
house. Joseph Breslaw, acting chair- 
man of the Trade Union Division 
greeted the audience. 


Third Seder Slated 
for April 5th 

The tenth annual Third Seder has 
been scheduled for April 5th, and will 
be attended by campaign workers and 
contributors bringing in $25 or more. 
The Hotels Commodore and Astor have 
been reserved for the occasion. 
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Year's affair was a huge success socially 
and from the profit side” writes Dr. 
Stanley Ginsburgh, Secretary. “There 
were about 250 friends with us, a 
large periphery for a small city.” 
WASHINGTON: “Thousands of new- 
comers are crowding into Washington 
these days,” reports Mrs. Cynthia G. 


Prof. Joffe Heads 
Jersey State Committee 

150 delegates and guests from every 
corner of New Jersey attended the an- 
nual State Conference for the Histadrut 
at Newark on January 25th. A goal 
of $35,000 was adopted. Ralph Wech- 
sler, national treasurer of the League 
for Labor Palestine, Benjamin Fried- 
man of Asbury Park, and Professor 
Jacob S. Joffe, of Rutgers University, 
presided at the sessions. Israel Mere- 
minski and Isaac Hamlin were princi- 
pal speakers, and a message of felicita- 
tion was received from Mayor Vincent 
J. Murphy, laborite head of Newark. 
Professor Joffe was elected chairman of 
the State Committee, and a Council of 
30 members was chosen for the year. 


Philadelphia Opens Drive 
February 8th 

Nahum Mochson, field representa- 
tive of the Histadrut Campaign, reports 
that scores of organizations have al- 
ready chosen delegates for the open- 
ing rally of the Philadelphia cam- 
paign to be held February 8th. Israel 
Mereminski will be principal speaker. 
Hayim Greenberg will address the 
city-wide conference on February 15th. 


Pittsburgh Nears Wind-Up 

With a successful rally on January 
18th, addressed by Hayim Greenberg, 
the Pittsburgh Histadrut Committee 
approached the end of its drive, with a 
substantial increase over last year as- 
sured. 


Maurice Samuel Opens 
Detroit Effort 

With $50,000 as its goal, the Detroit 
campaign officially opened with a Con- 
ference in January, with Maurice Sam- 
uel as guest speaker. Pre-Campaign 
pledges indicate the greatest campaign 
in the history of the Detroit movement. 


Buffalo Affair February 15th 
With Louis Segal, general secretary 
of the Jewish National Workers’ Alli- 
ance delivering the keynote, Buffalo 
will launch its drive on February 15th. 


Cleveland Wind-Up 
February 8th 

Completing two months of inten- 
sive campaigning, the Cleveland His- 
tadrut Committee will conclude its 
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Ullman, Treasurer; “and we need quan- 
tities of literature for prospective 
members.” 

CHICAGO ALBANY PARK: “We stick 
to Geverkshaften and are doing well 
way ahead of last year already and the 
campaign only just begun,” reports 
Mrs. Fay Slobod Greenfield, Secretary. 
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activities with a closing affair on 
February 8th, with Irma Lindheim 
as guest speaker. Emma Shaver, of 
Detroit, will sing. Rabbi Barnett Brick- 
ner will act as chairman of the event. 


Chicago Plans 
Monster Demonstration 

With David Ben Gurion and Rabbi 
Solomon Goldman as speakers at the 
traditional coffee-and-cake banquet in 
the huge Aragon Ballroom, the Chi- 
cago Histadrut Drive will officially 
close on February 23rd. Over 5,000 
contributors and co-workers are ex- 
pected at the affair, which is the largest 
of its kind to be witnessed by Chicago 
Jewry. 

The entire city has been canvassed 
in behalf of the Histadrut, and lively 
weekly rallies of campaign workers 
have been conducted, during which 
discussions of Histadrut problems, 
communal singing and financial re- 
ports were blended together. 


Los Angeles Sets Victory Night 

March 1st will mark the close of the 
Los Angeles drive, with the annual 
Victory Night celebration, according to 
Charles Brown, chairman, who ac- 
companied this announcement with the 
first check of $8,500 on account of 
already available proceeds. 

Baruch Zuckerman, representing the 
national headquarters, spent two 
months in the far west, addressing 
numerous gatherings in Los Angeles, 
Petaluma, San Francisco, Berkeley, 
Portland, Oakland, San Diego, Seattle, 
Tacoma, Vancouver, Salt Lake City and 
Denver. 


Canada Forges Ahead 

The major Canadian cities are all 
ahead of previous records according 
to early returns. Toronto has already 
passed the $10,000 mark, while Win- 
nipeg has voluntarily adopted a $7,500 
goal instead of the original $5,000 
suggested by national headquarters. 
Montreal is striving hard to equal Tor- 
onto. Ottawa has virtually raised its 
full $3,000. Vancouver, Regina, Sas- 
katoon, Calgary and Edmonton also 
promise greater results. 


They Spoke and Conferred 


The demand for outstanding leaders 
to address Histadrut functions through- 
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out the country was answered by ex- 
ploiting the services of Meyer Brown 
and Irma Lindheim, of Palestine, Rab- 
bi Maurice Eisendrath of Toronto, 
Rabbi Stern of Montreal, Dr. Halpern 
of St. Louis, Rabbi Ira Eisenstein of 
New York, Rabbi Shubow of Boston, 
Dr. Joseph Diamond of Minneapolis, 
Abraham Miller, of the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers of America, David 
Wertheim, secretary of the Poale Zion, 
and many other national and local 
figures. 

Dr. May Bere represented the Na- 
tional Labor Committee for Palestine 
at the annual Assembly of the Jewish 
Welfare Funds held in Chicago. Dr. 
Bere participated in the round table 
discussions on Palestine, and answered 
questions pertaining to the Histadrut. 

Joseph Schlossberg, chairman of the 
National Labor Committee, attended 
the United Palestine Appeal conference 


in Cleveland on January 18th. He 
addressed Labor Palestine gatherings 
in various Cities. 


Albany Opens Campaign 

Tendering a breakfast-reception to 
Israel Mereminski on Sunday, Feb- 
ruary lst, at which leaders of the 
Jewish Community Council were pres- 
ent, the Albany Histadrut Committee 
prepared the way for an intensive drive. 
Over 120 guests attended the evening 
banquet, and heard Chaver Meremin- 
ski, Sidor Belarsky, noted Jewish singer, 
and Nachum Guttman. Mayer Safran 
presided at the event which was held 
in an unusually Palestinian-flavored 
hall, decorated by Rabbi Ira Sud, co- 
chairman of the drive. 


February Drives Open 

Paterson, Orange, and Jersey City, 
and Lewiston, Maine, were among the 
communities launching the Histadrut 
campaign this month. 








IN THE POALE ZION 


According to reports reaching the 
National Otfice, the notorious editorial 
published on January 22nd by the New 
York Times was answered immediately 
by hundreds of members of the Poale 
Zion who sent letters and telegrams to 
the Times denouncing its treacherous 
attack on Zionism. Such letters came 
from members in Greater New York 
and from other cities as well. 

In New York, the Metropolitan 
Branch, in cooperation with the League 
for Labor Palestine, is continuing its 
forum series. An audience of more 
than 400 heard Hayim Greenberg, Dr. 
Joseph A. Rosen and James N. Rosen- 
berg debate the possibilities of Jewish 
mass colonization outside of Palestine. 
Another large audience attended the 
discussion on the question “How Does 
American Jewish Philanthropy Serve 
the Interests of American Jews?” The 
speakers were Dr. Ira Eisenstein of the 
Reconstructionist Foundation, and Ir- 
win Rosen of the Brooklyn Federation 
of Jewish Charities. It is expected that 
the climax of the series will be reached 
on March 8th with the symposium on 
the question of the post war status of 
Palestine. Dr. Nahum Goldman, Eman- 
uel Neumann and Judge Bernard Ros- 
enblatt are already scheduled to partici- 
pate. Efforts are being made to secure 
a radio outlet for the symposium which 
will be held at the Pennsylvania Hotel. 

The Metropolitan Branch has 
launched its Week’s Wage Campaign. 
Over $1,000 was pledged at the first 
meeting, and it is expected that the 
full quota of $2,000 will be reached 
when pledges are received from mem- 
bers who were absent. A gala Purim 
Carnival is being planned for February 
28th. This will offer a variety program 


and dancing. Proceeds will be divided 
between the United Jewish Appeal and 
the National Labor Committee for 
Palestine. 


Zev Baumgold has been added to the 
organizational staff in New York to 
direct the activities of the Yiddish lan- 
guage branches. 


New branches have been organized in 
Winnipeg, Manitoba and Dallas, Texas. 
In the Canadian city, Avrum Green, 
David Biderman, Edith Warkov, Geu- 
lah Greene and Rosaline Rosenberg 
constitute the executive committee. In 
Dallas the branch was organized by 
Jacob Levin. The officers are B. Spir- 
itas, C. K. Shapiro, J. Harris, M. Shein- 
berg and Y. Green. 

In May the Yiddisher Kemfer, week- 
ly Yiddish magazine edited by Hayim 
Greenberg, will reach its tenth year. 
The anniversary will be marked by the 
publication of a special issue of approx- 
imately 250 pages. The Kemfer is rec- 
ognized as the outstanding Yiddish 
weekly in the country. In addition to 
treating Zionist and social problems, 
and commenting vigorously on all is- 
sues affecting Jewish life throughout 
the world, it affords a medium of ex- 
pression for many creative Jewish writ- 
ers in the fields of poetry, novel and 
essay. 

The Poale Zion was represented at 
the 1942 Conference of the UPA in 
Cleveland by its national ‘secretary, 
David Wertheim and a number of 
members from near-by communities. 
Among the many Labor Zionists pres- 
ent were the chaverim Kolko and Rog- 
ovoy (Akron, Ohio), Sheraga (De- 
troit), Stern (Youngstown), Reznik 
(Cleveland ). 








31 


PIONEER WOMEN’S 
ORGANIZATION 


Transmissions to the 
Moatszath Hapolath 


During the past month the Pioneer 
Women’s Organization cabled $10,000 
to the Moatzath Hapoaloth for its de- 
fense and training program. Special 
emphasis is being laid on the training 
of girls and women for technical voca- 
tions in order to release men for more 
active military service, as well as on the 
expansion of children’s services enabl- 
ing an increasing number of mothers to 
participate in the all-out effort. 


Yehudith Simchonit’s Tour 


Chavera Yehudith Simchonit is now 
engaged in an extensive tour of the 
country. During the past week she 
visited the clubs in Chicago, Iowa City 
and Rock Island. Her itinerary for 
February includes: Buffalo, Cincinnati, 
Pittsburgh, Nashville, Chattanooga, 
Atlanta, New Orleans, Houston, Gal- 
veston and Corpus Christi. 


New Clubs 


New clubs have been organized in 
Grand Rapids, Kansas City, Edmonton, 
Portsmouth, Va., Birmingham-Besse- 
mer, Ala. 


Donor Luncheons 


The season for donor luncheons is 
now in full swing, and successful affairs 
have already been held in Detroit 
(with close to 2,000 guests attend- 
ing), Cleveland, Akron, Lewiston, 
Jersey City, Youngstown, Fall River. 
Luncheons are also to be held during 
February in Buffalo, Toronto and 
Columbus. 


Regional Conferences 


On February 13th, 14th and 15th 
two regional conferences are to be 
held: The Eastern Canadian Confer- 
ence, at Montreal; Guest speakers— 
Jacob Lestchinsky and Dvora Rothbard 
of the national Secretariat, who will 
represent the National Executive. 
Southern Conference, at Nashville; 
Guest speakers—Yehudith Simchonit 
and Eva Checkoway. Delegates from 
the various clubs will also lead in dis- 
cussions on organizational activities, 
fund raising, cultural program and 
civilian defense services. 


DAIRY FOOD SERVED AT ITS BEST 


VeInderas 


DAIRY RESTAURANT 
2270 BROADWAY, N. Y. C. 
BET. 81-82 STS. ENoicort 2-2030 














